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ABSTRACT 
 

REHABILITATION PROJECT FOR PARMAK ÇEŞME SQUARE IN 
AYVALIK 

 

Atçakan Akca, Ezgi 

M.Sc. in Conservation of Cultural Heritage, Department of Architecture 

          Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Neriman Şahin Güçhan 

 

May 2018, 308 pages 

 

After the 18th Century, Ayvalık has become an important industrial city and it 

preserved this feature for a long time. The city was originally established and 

occupied by the Ottoman Rums who are known as Anatolian Greeks. After the 

population exchange resulting from Treaty of Lausanne in 1923, the Ayvalık’s 

dwelling, settlement, production and industrial characteristics were used, protected 

and maintained by Turkish immigrants came from Thesselonike, Mytilene, and 

Crete. 

Parmak Çeşme Square, subject of the thesis, is located at the south periphery of 

Ayvalık and takes the name of the fountain that is situated in the square. The square 

is in the traditional residential area, with the example of modest traditional houses in 

Ayvalık and new buildings in harmony. The problem is that the Parmak Çeşme 

Square although a valuable open space, is not actively used anymore by even 

residents in the neighborhood. 

The aim of the thesis is to understand and evaluate Parmak Çeşme Square and to 

prepare a rehabilitation project for Parmak Çeşme Square and its near surrounding. 

This thesis is developed in two scales which are main study area and near 

surrounding area of main study area. Firstly, the typical characteristics of the near 

surrounding area is understood and the relation between the square and Ayvalık is 
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assessed. Secondly, in the main study area, the more detailed analysis are made there 

depending on the site’s values, potentials and problems, the intervention decisions 

are determined and a rehabilitation project for Parmak Çeşme Square and its near 

surrounding is prepared aiming to solve its functional problem which is an important 

public gathering place both for the inhabitants and children of the neighbourhood. 

 

Keywords: Square, Traditional Urban Texture, Historic Environment, Cultural 

Heritage, Rehabilitation. 
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ÖZ 
 

AYVALIK PARMAK ÇEŞME MEYDANI SAĞLIKLAŞTIRMA PROJESİ 

 

Atçakan Akca, Ezgi 

 Yüksek Lisans, Kültürel Mirası Koruma Programı, Mimarlık Bölümü 

 Tez Yöneticisi: Prof. Dr. Neriman Şahin Güçhan 

 

Mayıs 2018, 308 sayfa 

 

Ayvalık, 18. Yüzyıl sonrası Osmanlı Rumları tarafından kurulmuş ve önemli endüstri 

şehirlerinden biri haline gelmiştir. 1923 tarihli Lozan Antlaşması sonucundaki 

mübadeleyle Selanik, Midilli ve Girit’ten gelen Türk göçmenlerce kent kullanılış, 

mimari, kentsel ve endüstriyel karakteri ile korunup devam ettirilmiştir. 

Bu tezin konusu olan Parmak Çeşme Meydanı, Ayvalık’ın güney çeperinde 

bulunmakta ve adını meydanda bulunan çeşmeden almaktadır. Geleneksel konut 

dokusu içinde bulunan meydanda, birbirleri ve çevrelerindeki yeni yapılar ile uyum 

içinde olan Ayvalık’ın en mütevazı geleneksel konutları yer alır ve çok değerli bir 

açık alan olmasına rağmen, meydan ın problemi;  aktif şekilde kullanılmamasıdır. 

Bu tezin amacı Parmak Çeşme Meydanı’nı anlayarak, değerlendirmek ve Parmak 

Çeşme Meydanı ve onu oluşturan yapılar için bir sağlıklaştırma projesi 

geliştirmektir. 

Çalışma alanı, ana çalışma alanı ve ana çalışma alanının yakın çevresi olmak üzere 

iki ölçeğe ayrılmıştır. Öncelikle meydanın yakın çevresi analiz edilerek,  meydan ile 

Ayvalık’ın ilişkisi incelenmiştir. Sonrasında, ana çalışma alanı daha ayrıntılı şekilde 

incelenerek alanın değer, sorun ve potansiyellerine göre müdahale kararları 

belirlenmiş ve mevcut problemi çözmek ve bölge sakinleri ve çocuklar için kamusal 

alanlar yaratmak için Parmak Çeşme Meydanı Sağlıklaştırma Projesi geliştirilmiştir. 
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Anahtar Kelimeler: Meydan, Geleneksel Kent Dokusu, Tarihi Çevre, Kültürel 

Miras, Sağlıklaştırma. 
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CHAPTER 1 
 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

 

 

Ayvalık is an important industrial city that preserved this feature for a long time and 

was inscribed on UNESCO Tentative List in 2017. The city has a linear urban form, 

and still keeps a rich variety of buildings from the 19th century. The pattern parallel 

to the coastline forms the industrial and commercial zone of Ayvalık.  Ayvalık cape 

formally known as Kanelo, is in the center of this coastline zone where factories, 

olive-oil workshops, soap workshops, and other workshops spread to the north and 

south. Historic depots and factories are located in the south-east of the city centre. 

Beside all this, the most important component of Ayvalık is the traditional houses, 

surrounding coastline zone and spreading towards east, give the settlement its unique 

character. 

To other characteristic feature of Ayvalık is the narrow streets that defined by long 

and narrow lots and the traditional buildings built on them in adjacent order. The 

entrances of houses are directly exit the street. The streets that defined by building 

facades on both sides create the historic urban pattern. 

Existing squares in the city are important public spaces that are used for social, 

cultural, political and commercial purposes and they are valuable and unique 

elements of today’s Ayvalık. Infact, we know that there were not many squares in 

Ayvalık in the 19th century. Most of the existing squares of Ayvalık are in city 

center, commertial zones having public or commertial functions. 
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1.1 Definition of the Problem 

The topic of the thesis, Parmak Çeşme Square is in the south periphery of traditional 

residential pattern of Ayvalık. The square is used only by the houses around it. This 

characteristic feature gives a peculiarity to Parmak Çeşme which functions as a 

'neighbourhoud common’ rather than a public square. 

The square takes the name of the fountain “Parmak Çeşme” that situates at the west 

side of the square and it is surrounded by traditional houses and new houses. The 

area is the example of modest traditional residential pattern of the Ayvalık. As the 

square is in a low income neighbourhood so there are no ornamented and rich 

examples of the traditional Ayvalık buildings but the traditional simple houses of the 

Parmak Square are in harmony within themselves and with new buildings. 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1: Location of Parmak Çeşme Square (https://www.google.com.tr/maps, 

2016) 

 

Figure 2: Houses in Parmak Çeşme Square (Atçakan,2016) 
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The Parmak Çeşme is the most important architectural element of the Parmak Çeşme 

Square, which is the valuable open space of Ayvalık. But the main problem of the 

square is its function. The square is not actively used even the residents in the 

neighborhood. Disuse and improper design of the Parmak Çeşme Square is the 

problem both for the neighbourhood and city and it requires a complete 

rehabilitation. 

 

Figure 3: Panoramic View of Parmak Çeşme Square (Atçakan, 2016) 

1.2. The Aim and Scope of the Study 

The aim of the thesis is evaluation of Parmak Çeşme Square with in Ayvalık and to 

prepare a rehabilitation project for the square and the houses defining that 

considering conservation principles and aiming to create the livable environment 

while encouraging social relationships. The project is respectful to the traditional 

environment and gives the fundamentals of a modern contemporary approach of the 

conservation. 

The aim of the rehabilitation project of the Parmak Çeşme Square and its 

surroundings is to solve the basic problem; usage of the square and create public a 

gathering place both for the inhabitants and children of the neighbourhood with 

participation of the local people. 

Beside, the project aims to improve the conditions of the square and surrounding 

buildings. The interventions to be developed should be in harmony with the 

traditional urban texture while not imitating its architectural features. The aim of the  

project is to upgrade the physical and social qualification of the square. 

1.3. Methodology 

The thesis contains five chapters and the structure of the thesis is shown in Figure 4. 

The first chapter is “Introduction” and comprises definition of the problem, the aim 

and scope of the study, and methodology. This chapter presents the thesis briefly. 
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The second chapter is entitled as “Characteristics of Urban Open Spaces of Ayvalik 

and Tools for Rehabilitation of Urban Areas” comprised of two topics that are a) 

architectural and historic characteristics of Ayvalık and its open spaces and b) tools 

of rehabilitation of conservation areas. The general information about Ayvalık city 

and history of Ayvalık, historical development of Ayvalık and its urban open spaces, 

the characteristics of urban open areas that are streets, squares, marsh/orchard, 

stream beds, cemeteries and forest and characteristics of built up areas that are 

houses and shops are mentioned in the first part of the chapter. This part is the basis 

for the Chapter 3 as seen in Figure 4. In second part of the chapter, existing 

legislative framework and tools of rehabilitation of conservation areas in Turkey are 

investigated. International examples are also researched to determinate to principles 

and methods for the rehabilitation project. This part is helpful to proposal part in 

Chapter 4 as seen in Figure 4.  

The third chapter is entitled as Characteristics of Parmak Çeşme Square and its near 

Surroundings. This chapter consists of two areas these are Parmak Çeşme Square and 

Near Surrounding Area and Parmak Çeşme Square (Main study area) (Figure 4). 

Depending on the borders of the study areas, analysis and detail of the surveys 

change. Basic physical analysis are made in two study areas but in the main study 

area, more detailed analyses are made to define physical characteristics of the square. 

Beside them, social analyses are made in main study area to collect information 

about the social structure of Parmak Çeşme Square.   

Parmak Çeşme Square’s near surrounding area was documented with photographs 

and analyses were made by mapping technique. On the other hand, in main study 

area each house is studied one by one in details, Parmak Çeşme Square and the 

houses that defining the square were documented with scaled sketched and drawings 

besides the photographs.  
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The square and the house facades were documented and measured with laser scanner. 

The point cloud was created using incoming data to laser scanner and the 

orthophotos were created (Figure 5). The drawings were produced depending on 

orthophotos, sketches that were made during the site survey and photos. In the main 

study area, interior of the houses were examined in so far as possible. Interior of the 

houses were documented with photographs and sketches. 

 

Figure 5: Boundaries of Study Areas (Aerial Photo, 2013) 

 

Figure 6: Example of orthophoto 

The survey sheets that are traditional exterior survey sheet (Figure 7), new building 

survey sheet (Figure 8), traditional interior survey sheet (Figure 9), lot survey sheet 

(Figure 10) and residential social survey sheet (Figure 11, 12) were applied for the 

buildings in main study area.  
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The traditional exterior survey sheets (Figure 7) were applied only to traditional 

buildings. The sheets were helping to confirm the traditional buildings’ original and 

current functions, structural systems and construction materials, architectural 

elements, changes of mass and facades, conditions, and building height. 

The new building survey sheets (Figure 8) were applied only for new buildings and 

used to define their functions, structural systems and construction materials, 

architectural values, conditions besides the intervention proposals, mass and façade 

harmony with environment, and building height. 

The traditional interior survey sheets (Figure 9) were performed for the traditional 

buildings that were permitted by residents. The sheets investigated the interior 

spaces’ current and original functions, architectural elements, sanitary condition of 

wet spaces, changes, and conditions. The survey sheets were used on each floor of 

the building separately.  

The lot survey sheets (Figure 10) were implemented in the traditional buildings that 

applied to traditional interior survey sheet if the building had courtyard. The survey 

sheets to analyze the built parts of the traditional buildings’ lots, condition and 

change of buildings in courtyard. 

The residential social survey sheet (Figure 11, 12) was applied to the residents of the 

Parmak Çeşme Square regardless of traditional or new. The survey sheet consist of 

questions about resident’s demography, origins of occupants, ownership status, 

density, comfort conditions, satisfaction with houses and Parmak Çeşme Square, 

knowledge about history of Parmak Çeşme Square, consciousness of the intervention 

of traditional buildings, social relationships created with the square, participation of 

the people to the rehabilitation project of the Parmak Çeşme Square, expectations 

and requests of the rehabilitation project of the Parmak Çeşme Square. 
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Figure 7: Exterior Survey Sheet 
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Figure 8: New Building Survey Sheet 
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Figure 9: Interior Survey Sheet 
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Figure 10: Lot Survey Sheet 
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Figure 11: Social Survey Sheet 
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Figure 12: Social Survey Sheet 
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Figure 13: Methodology of Site Survey 



16 
 

For the analysis, 594 buildings were investigated in total. 547 of them are in Parmak 

Çeşme Square near surrounding area and 47 buildings are in Parmak Çeşme Square 

and methodology of site survey is shown in Figure 13.  

47 of buildings are in main study area. 36 of them are traditional buildings and 10 of 

them are empty, 3 of them are annex, 2 of them are coop, and 1 of them is a depot. 

Only 20 traditional buildings have residents. So traditional exterior survey sheet, 

traditional interior survey sheet, lot survey sheet, and social survey sheet were 

applied all together to these 8 traditional buildings. Traditional exterior survey sheet 

and traditional interior survey sheet were applied to 3 buildings (Only one of them 

has lot so lot survey sheet was implemented also).  Traditional exterior survey sheet 

and social survey sheet were applied to 5 buildings. Only traditional exterior survey 

sheet was applied to 20 buildings in main study area (Figure 15).  

There are 11 new buildings; and 5 of them are annex, 1 of them is used seasonally. 

Only 5 of new buildings has residents so new building sheet and social survey sheet 

were implemented to 4 buildings and only new building sheet were applied to 7 

buildings (Figure 16). 

 

Figure 14: Distribution of traditional and new buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square 

 

77% (36)

23%(11)

Number of Traditional 
Buildings

Number of New Buildings
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Figure 15: Distribution of Survey Sheets in Traditional Buildings in Main Study 
Area 

 

Figure 16: Distribution of Survey Sheet in New Buildings in Main Study Area 

The fourth chapter is entitled as “Evaluation and Proposal for the near Surrounding 

of Parmak Çeşme” is consists of two parts. Firstly, the Parmak Çeşme Square is 

evaluated according to Chapter 3 (Figure 4) and overall assessments, values, 

problems and potentials are produced. In the light of these informations, a 

Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and its near surroundings is given in 

the second part of the Chapter 4. The proposal is developed under two subtitles that 

22% (8)

8% (3)

14% (5)

56% (20)

Traditional Exterior Survey 
Sheet, Traditional Interior 
Survey Sheet, Lot Survey 
Sheet, and Social Survey Sheet 
Traditional Exterior Survey 
Sheet, Traditional Interior 
Survey Sheet (One of them has 
lot survey sheet)
Traditional Exterior Survey 
Sheet and Social Survey Sheet 

Only Traditional Exterior 
Survey Sheet

36% (4)

64% (7)

New Building Sheet and Social 
Survey Sheet

New Building Sheet
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are open and built-up areas and strategies and action plan. The basic approach of the 

project is defined based on the opinion and demands of the local people. The design 

process of the rehabilitation project is defined in cooperation with community. The 

project is shaped depending on the request of the residents to the extent permitted the 

conservation approaches.  

In the fifth chapter as conclusion; the pro’s and con’s of the thesis and the 

Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and its near surroundings are 

discussed with reference to the importance and value and assumptions of the site and 

its function. 
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CHAPTER 2 
 

 

CHARACTERISTICS OF URBAN OPEN SPACES OF AYVALIK AND 

TOOLS FOR REHABILITATION OF URBAN AREAS 

 

 

 

This chapter is divided two parts. First part aims to understand the characteristic of 

Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area and  place of the Parmak Çeşme 

Square in urban open spaces of Ayvalık so architectural and historic characteristics 

of Ayvalık and its open spaces, the general information about Ayvalık city and 

history of Ayvalık was mentioned. Also, historical development of Ayvalık and its 

urban open spaces including Parmak Çeşme Square that is the topic of the thesis 

were researched. After that, the characteristics of urban open areas that are streets, 

squares, marsh/orchard, stream beds, cemeteries and forest and characteristics of 

built up areas that are houses and shops were examined. Second part aims to 

determinate to principles and methods of rehabilitation project for proposing part in 

Chapter 4 so the tools of rehabilitation of conservation areas were investigated.  

Firstly international literature was research and later, the Turkish legislation was 

mentioned. 

2.1. Architectural and Historic Characteristics of Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces  

General Information 

Ayvalık is at the north part of the Aegean Region and it is a town of Balıkesir. It is 

located across Lesbos Island and surrounded with Burhaniye at the north, Bergama at 

the east, Dikili at the south. The city is settled between various bays and gulfs 

(Figure 17). 
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It is bounded by Bezirgan River and the Gömeç-Gümüşlü road at the north, Sazanlık 

River Hisar Boğazı and Demirhan Boğazı at the east, Altınova at the south and 

Sarımsak Peninsula at the southwest (Okur, 1996, p: 12). 

 

Figure 17: Location of Balıkesir and Ayvalık (https://1.bp.blogspot.com/, 2016) 

 

Figure 18: Ayvalık and Islands (http://www.tatilemlak.net/sayfa/ayvalik-adalari-ve-

ayvalik-adalari-hakkinda-kucuk-bilgiler/) 
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Ayvalık has a special location with its 22 islands and located at the most of an inner 

sea created by Cunda and Lale Island at the south of the Edremit Gulf. Cunda Island 

that is also known as Alibey Island is the biggest one and connected to Lale (Dolap) 

Island with the bridge (Figure 18). 

The city is accessed with highway, airway, and seaway. It is accessible easily 

according to highway with Çanakkale-Antalya road and İstanbul-İzmir route which 

has 3 different directions passing by Bursa, Bandırma, and Tekirdağ. Two airports 

are located in the boundary of Balıkesir and the one of them, KocaSeyit Airport in 

Edremit serves for the accessto the Ayvalık. The pier of the city is used for passenger 

transportation between Lesbos and Ayvalık because of the lack of secure port 

facility.  

The town has mediterranean climate and the mountains are perpendicular to sea in 

the west because of that district has gnarled landscape. 

The important source for the city is olive. The olive is the main source of the local 

production.The economy of the city is based on the agriculture (%46), and 

agriculture is mainly depend olive and olive oil production. 

The city was settled on the coastal line linearly through northeast to southwest 

direction composed of thirty-four districts. The main road of the city is Atatürk 

Boulevard that is along the coastal line in today. In the city center, there are 

commertial and public buildings zones are placed. Factories and depots zones that 

had been construted between late 19th century and early 20th century also located in 

the coastal side of the central part. Factories are located north, depots are located 

south of the commertial zone. The traditional residential zone is located inner part of 

the city. Traditional houses were constructed adjacent order along the narrow streets 

in generally and the buildings have direct acces to street with few steps. The street 

pattern formed the city between late 19th century and early 20th century. Parmak 

Çeşme Square is placed in Hayrettinpaşa district in south part of traditional 

residential zone as seen in Figure 19. New residential zones are located north and 

south of the city. In the southwest part of the Ayvalık, the new residential area is 

called Çamlık with low density housing. After 1960’s, Çamlık is densely populated. 

In the northeast part of the Ayvalık, the extensive new residential area is called Ali 
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Çetinkaya district. The new residential area was developed after 1990’s with Baran 

İdil Plan and the new residential area is very dense with multistory apartment blocks 

(Figure 19) (Okur, 1996, p: 24). 
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Figure 19: Zoning of Urban Areas of Ayvalık 
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History of the Ayvalık 

The Kydonia is the ancient name of Ayvalık. According to Psarros (2004, p: 4), 

around 1580, Ayvalık was settled near the seaside by migrants coming from Lesbos 

Island and became the pier to pass the booty to smugglers that came from Anatolia. 

In 1773, Ayvalık gained specific privileges from Sultan after the Küçük Kaynarca 

Treaty (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 55). According to Yorulmaz, Sakkari stated that, 

before 1773, history of Ayvalık was quiet and insignificant but after the privileges, 

Ayvalık started to improve and became one of the important industrial cities with 

olive and its by-products. Founding of the Academy of Kydonies in 1803 was 

another important improvement for Kydonies (Yorulmaz, 2004, p: 5). 

In 1821, the Greek Revolt in the Peleponnese affected the Ayvalık and the Rum 

population was included in the revolt and the city was demolished to a large extent 

and inhabitants were emitted all around the Aegean by Ottoman Sultan.  

Depending on the revolt and destruction, the urban development stopped but in 1832, 

a decree that allow the comeback of inhabitants was issued by the Sultan. After the 

decree, most of the Rum population was returned to Ayvalık in 1850. In 1850, the 

city was rebuilt again rapidly (Yorulmaz, 2004, p: 5).  

After the administrative reforms of imperial edict of gülhane in Ottoman in 1856, 

development movements increased, and the city regained the old situation with the 

maintenance of the existing buildings and construction of the new buildings. The 

richness of the city still continued at the beginning of the 20th century, and the city 

became the trade center again based on olive production and depending on this 

development, population increased rapidly. Until First World War, Ayvalık had a 

rising profile according to cultural and economical aspects (Psarros, 2004, p: 6).  

After the First World War, there was a turbulent period for Ayvalık. In the end of the 

Turkish Independence War in 1920, the political and demographic structure of the 

Ayvalık was totally changed. In accordance with the Treaty of Lausanne in 1923, 

there was a compulsory exchange of population between Greeks and Turks. The 

Greeks in Ayvalık were settled various regions in Greece and Turks that living in 

Mytilene and Macedonia were settled in Ayvalık. (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 56). 
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In 1944, the earthquake was the second major demolishment of the city. Some of the 

historical monumental buildings in the city center and theminarets of the mosques 

were dangerously damaged (Taşdemir, 2017, p: 13). 

After the opening of the seaside road in 1950, the urban characteristics started period 

of change. Also, the sea access that served for an extended period to city lost its 

importance because of the new road. With the 1968-73 period municipality’s 

decisions, the reinforced concrete blocks were built in the seaside. Beside, the new 

construction that built for touristic purposes damaged the urban characteristics of the 

Ayvalık (Kıyak, 2004, p: 102).  

 

Figure 20: History of Ayvalık 
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Historical Development of Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces 

Aim of this section is to define the characteristics of open spaces in Ayvalık to 

understand the importance and origin of Parmak Çeşme Square. For this purpose, in 

this research, the urban development diagram (1500-1850) and map (1922) of 

Ayvalık prepared by Psarros (2004), 1942 Cadastral Plan, 1956, 1964, 1973, 1995 

,2009 and 2013 aerial photos, 1960 dated Ayvalık Map and  Şahin Güçhan’s (2008) 

article entitled “ Tracing the memoir of Dr. Şerafeddin Mağmumi for the Urban 

Memory of Ayvalık” were used. 

Overlaying of all information gathered from these sources helped to define time 

intervals that created drastic changes in the formation of open spaces of Ayvalık such 

as streets, squares, street beds, orchards, forest and cemetaries. At the end of this 

research, time intervals were grouped according to the important events that were 

seen in the history ofAyvalık and the study area. Accordingly, first period is 1895 

based on the urban development diagram of Ayvalık prepared by Psarros.  The 

second period is between 1895-1922 based on the Şahin Güçhan’s “Tracing the 

Memoir of Dr. Şerafeddin Mağmumi for the Urban Memory of Ayvalik"and the map 

(1922) of Ayvalık that was prepared Psarros. From this time, it was accepted as 

another period (1922-1956), when the 1944 earthquake was accepted as the second 

destruction in the history of the city and the first aerial photograph of 1956 after the 

opening of the coastal road in the 1950s.  The later period is between 1956-1973 

because, after 1956, a significant change was not detected in the aerial photographs 

of 1964, but since important changes were observed in the aerial photograph of the 

year 1973, the time between 1956 and 1973 was determined as a period. Since aerial 

photographs dated the 1995 and 2009, showed no significant change except for the 

usual growth of Ayvalık and study area, the period from 1973 to today was 

determined as the last period.  

As a result, changes in Ayvalık and its open areas are determined; it was studied the 

years 1895, 1895-1922, 1923-1956, 1957-1973, and 1974-2013. This investigation 

showed the establishment and growth of the city in 1895, and with the increase in the 

information about the built and open spaces after 1895, the built-up spaces such as 

churches, administrative buildings, and hospitals and urban open areas which have an 

important role in the development of the city, urban squares, which form an 
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important part of open spaces and including Parmak Çeşme Square which is the topic 

of this thesis, are shown on the map. In addition to these, all water sources such as 

rivers, wells and fountains, which have an important place in the formation and 

development of the city and their relationships, are studied to understand the 

importance and effects of water in formation of settlement. 

At the end of this research, historical features, significance and differences of 

Parmak Çeşme and the square next to it try to be identified. 
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Figure 21: 1922 Map is prepared by Psarros (Psarros, 2004, p: 14) 
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Figure 22: Aerial Photo in 1956 
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Figure 23: Aerial Photo in 1964 
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Figure 24: Aerial Photo in 1973 



32 
 

 

Figure 25: Aerial Photo in 1995 
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Figure 26: Aerial Photo in 2009 
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Figure 27: Aerial Photo in 2013 

 



 

Ayvalık City in 1850’s 

According to the studies of Psarros

to develop after the 16th century

around the Taxiarhis Church which was the earliest church and in 1750, number of 

churches increased to four together 

of Sakarya Hill. In 1821, the number of neighborhoods was increased to eight and 

settlement grew to the southern parts towards the coastline at the west of the city. In 

1850, Ayvalık increased its neighborhood numbers to eleven and the city reached its 

maximum limits. The Parmak Çesme Square is located in the 10th neighborhood of 

the city and the surrounding 

28). 

Figure 28: Historical Development of Ayvalık in 1500

Ayvalık City in between 

Showing the period of 

information that comes from

(2008) and Psarros (2004)

factories, cafes and hospitals which help the c

streets, squares, courtyards of the churches, stream beds, forests, 

cemetaries were shaped according to these structures 

given in Figure 29. 
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e studies of Psarros (2004, p:10) given in Figure 26, Ayvalık 

after the 16th century as a small settlement. The settlement was developed 

around the Taxiarhis Church which was the earliest church and in 1750, number of 

to four together with the neighbourhoods in south and west 

of Sakarya Hill. In 1821, the number of neighborhoods was increased to eight and 

settlement grew to the southern parts towards the coastline at the west of the city. In 

ed its neighborhood numbers to eleven and the city reached its 

. The Parmak Çesme Square is located in the 10th neighborhood of 

the city and the surrounding quarters were formed between 1821 and 1850 (Figure 

Historical Development of Ayvalık in 1500-1895 (Psarros,2004

Ayvalık City in between 1895-1922 

the period of 1895-1922 in Figure 27 that was prepared based on the 

information that comes from memory of Dr. Mağmumi interpreted by Şahi

(2004). In this period, the important buildings that are churchs, 

factories, cafes and hospitals which help the city to grow and the open areas that

streets, squares, courtyards of the churches, stream beds, forests, orchard

cemetaries were shaped according to these structures were shown in the 

, Ayvalık started 

settlement was developed 

around the Taxiarhis Church which was the earliest church and in 1750, number of 

in south and west skirts 

of Sakarya Hill. In 1821, the number of neighborhoods was increased to eight and 

settlement grew to the southern parts towards the coastline at the west of the city. In 

ed its neighborhood numbers to eleven and the city reached its 

. The Parmak Çesme Square is located in the 10th neighborhood of 

formed between 1821 and 1850 (Figure 

 

(Psarros,2004, p:10) 

that was prepared based on the 

by Şahin Güçhan 

that are churchs, 

open areas that are 

orchards, and 

in the settlements 



36 
 

Built-up Areas in between 1895-1922 

While there were factories, warehouses, commercial and public buildings in the 

coastal part of the city, and traditional residential area were seen towards the inner 

parts of the city. All houses are made by stone (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p:60) 

 Open Areas in between 1895-1922 

Open spaces was natural border of the city but the nature of these open spaces was 

not fully known in Figure 29. 

 Streets 

The street pattern was grid in the coastal line of the city and it becomed organic 

texture in north-easth part in the skirt of Sakarya Hill. The streets of Ayvalık were 

narrow and defined by adjacent stone building facades that had access the street 

directly. 

In 19th century, the main axis of the city, which separates the commertial zone on the 

coast and residential zones on its east, is known today as Barbaros Street was 

between old Hospital in the south and road to Cunda Island in the north. The 

secondary axis which was parallel to this main road and which passes through the 

traditional residential area was reaching to the south toward Bergama-İzmir 

direction. This road is known as 13 Nisan Street today. Important buildings of the 

period such as churches, factories, cafes and hospitals were located on these primary 

axes. The third important axis was current Dereboyu Street, which starts from the 

Custom House, square on the sea side, on the north of the Kanelo, directed towards 

the east perpendicular to the other two axis, and sea shore.  

 Squares 

The squares which are an important component of urban open spaces and which form 

the subject of this thesis were also formed around these important buildings such as 

churches, factories, cafes and hospitals and important axes. These areas, which are 

shown the characteristic of a square since 1895 and which will acquire characteristic 

of a square, were shown in yellow color in Figure 29. 
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There was a Gümrük square, where today's Gümrük Street meets with the sea, 

signified with the code S1 in Figure 29. The square took its name from the Gümrük 

(Customs) building on the old harbor and was located within the commercial area. 

On the three sides, there were buildings, one side defined by the sea and it could be 

reached by the street from one side. Since this publicly used square was located 

around the Gümrük (Customs) building, which was an important public space of the 

city and this square was only city square of the city in between 1895-1922.  

Celebrations and festivals were held in this square (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 64). 

The other open areas which are mentioned below gain the square characteristics in 

later period.  

The open area signified with the code S2 in Figure 29 is named as The At Arabacıları 

Square today was among the major axes of the city. This area was transformed to 

station of the carts located within the commercial area after Republic Period. 

The open space, which is defined as the Cumhuriyet Square today is indicated by the 

code S3 in Figure 29, under the Kanelo that was a small cape extending to the sea. It 

was a small opening next to sea shore in between 1895 and 1922. Although it had the 

urban square dimensions, the commertial center in the Kanelo and its northwestern 

region in Ayvalık so this area was not a city square, it was a beach covered with sand 

in this period (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 64). 

The open area signified with the code S4 in Figure 29 is named as Çınarlı Square 

today which was located next to the Ayos Georgios Church (today Çınarlı Cami) 

shown with the number 16 in Figure 29 and on the road of the secondary axis for the 

city. The area was defined by housing on three sides. 

The open space signified with the code S5 in Figure 29 is called the Şeytanın 

Kahvesi Square today and formed in front of the cafehouse ‘Şeytanın Kahvesi’ 

shown with the number 17 in Figure 29. This area had taken its name from this 

cafehouse. Like the Çınarlı square, the area is on secondary axis in traditional 

residential area.  
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The area signified with the code S6 in Figure 29 is called Camlı Kahve Node today, 

which is an open area in front of the Camlı Kahve. The Camlı Kahve Node located at 

the intersection of the traditional residential area and commercial axis that is 

Barbaros Street. 

The area signified with the code S7 in Figure 29 is called İzmir Girişi Square today, 

which is within the traditional residential area. The area on the secondary axis, which 

connected the city with the entrance of the city of Izmir, is in the south periphery of 

the city like the Parmak Çesme Square.  

The Parmak Çeşme Square, which is the subject of the thesis, is shown by the code 

S8 in Figure 29 located within the traditional residential area on the south periphery 

of the city. The Parmak Çesme Square was surrounded withadjecent buildings from 

the north, west and south boundaries and it is defined with the street separating the 

square from the orchard in the east direction. In the south-easth direction of the 

squrae, there was the Yedi Kuyular district, which was a resource providing water for 

vegetable gardens on the southern periphery before Republic Period. In 19th century, 

Parmak Çesme was another important source of water in this neighbourhood 

(Doyduk et al, 2004, p:131).  

The Parmak Çeşme was constructed in 1881 on the edge of the street to serve the 

Parmak Çeşme Street, which formes the east border of the square today. This road, 

which is connected to Izmir-Ayvalik, that is 13 Nisan Street today, was the south 

entrance to Ayvalık.  

Parmak Çeşme Square was not existing as a square in between 1895-1922. Cadastral 

Map, formed building blocks and streets in the area and location and orientation of 

the Parmak Çeşme facing its back facade to the square and built in 1881 shows that 

existing Parmak Çeşme Square was not a square given in Figure 29.  

Stream Beds 

There were two stream beds that were perpendicular to the coastal line. The first one 

known as Talat Paşa Boulevard today and formerly Dereboyu Street at the southern 

skirts of Sakarya hill went towards and reaches to the sea from the near side of 
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Kanelo. The second one known as 13 Nisan Street, 20. Street today, near the 7 

Kuyular district reaches to the sea.  

The locations of the wells and fountains, which were other water elements outside 

the stream beds that determined the form of the city in 19th century, were parallel to 

these stream beds. There were eighteen fountains in Ayvalık and Gavur Fountain, At 

Arabacıları Fountain, Aya Triada Church Fountain, Merkez Hastane Fountain, 

Ayasma Church Fountain and Parmak Çeşme Fountain are the fountains whose 

names known. Fountains of the Ayvalık located the near and between of the stream 

beds as seen in Figure 29. The Ayazma Church, meaning holy water area identified 

with the number 23 in Figure 29, was also part of this water network and Yedi 

Kuyular which is shown with F17 code was the other important water resources of 

the city and location of all these water elements that are wells, fountains, and the 

Ayazma Church related with stream beds. 

 Orchards 

The open spaces located near to stream beds in the southern periphery of the city, 

which were known as orchards or vegetable gardens of the city located near to 

Parmak Çeşme Square. 

When 1944 Cadastral Map of the city of Ayvalık investigated, it is seen that the 

majority of the city consists of small lots with long thin rectangular form. At the end 

of 19th century, when the city developed towards the southern periphery, the size and 

proportions of the lots changes. These lots, which form the southern periphery of the 

city, were larger and have irregular forms compared to the other lots in Ayvalık. 

These open spaces were on the periphery of the city used for vegetation were city 

orchards. These areas were related with water network, so they are in south periphery 

of the city near the Yedi Kuyular Region. These areas on the border of the settlement 

of the city form the natural boundaries of the city and this thesis topic, Parmak 

Çesme Square. 

Current bazaar area in the center of the city, located between the middle of traditional 

residential and commertial zones, there was a swamp area till 19th centuryin between 

1895-1922 also related with water network. This area was transformed to city 
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orchard in between 1895-1922, as it part of the cities’ water network. The third 

vegetable garden of the 19th century Ayvalık was at the east end of the Dereboyu 

Street, once these were a stream. 

Cemetaries 

There were grave yards on both ends of the city.  The Parmak Çeşme is near the 

cemetary area which is next to the old Hospital in 19th century signified with number 

24 given in Figure 29, was southern border of the city. This area is used as a football 

field today. 
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Figure 29: Monumental Buildings and Open Spaces of Ayvalık in between 1895-

1922 (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, Psarros,2004) 
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Ayvalık City in between 1923-1956 

Between 1923 and 1956 these had been important events affected Ayvalık 

settlement. The population exchange occurrent as a result of the Lausanne Treaty 

changed whole population of the city. Immigrants coming from Mytiline, 

Thessaloniki and Crete settled in Ayvalık. Then in 1944, a major earthquake lived, 

causing great damage to the city. Three neighborhoods dissappeared, 700-800 houses 

completely destroyed, 1000-1200 houses had become unavailable. 800-1000 houses 

were in need of repair in this earthquake (Taşdemir, 2017, p:13). It is known that 

after 1944 eartquake, a development plan was prepared for Ayvalık in 1948. But this 

plan does not exist today. In 1950, the coastal road, current Atatürk Boulevard was 

opened according to 1948 Master Plan this road initiated the change in the urban 

texture (Figure 30).  

 Built-up Areas in between 1923-1956 

Between 1922 and 1956, especially after 1944 earthquake, several monumental 

buildings were destroyed. The Government Office(4) and the Academy Building (6) 

were destroyed due to the construction of seaside road. Also important buildings like 

the Portaitissa Church (3), Ayos Dimitrios Church (5), Ayos Vasilis Church (10), 

Kanelo (11), Metropolis Church (13), Ayos Haralambos Church (25) and Ayos 

Antonios Church (26) was also destroyed. Ayos Nikolaskiliği (18) was converted 

Saatli Mosque, Hospital (24) was converted to Sakarya Primary School. In this 

process Hamidiye (Sakarya Mosque) (27) and Cumhuriyet Primary School (28) were 

constructed (Figure 29). 

New residential areas were formed behind the open areas that the natural border of 

the city, because of developments in the transportation network of the city as seen in 

Figure 30. 

 Open Areas in between 1923-1956 

 Streets 

Beside the newly opened coastal road namely Atatürk Boulevard and the İzmir-

Ayvalık road on the border of the eastern forest which connects the city with the 
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outside had different street characteristics as thus were the important elements 

changing in the city.   

 Squares 

During this period, there was no may a change in the most of the open areas, which 

have the characteristic of a square and which will acquire characteristic of a square, 

The buildings that defined the Gümrük square signified with the code S1 given in 

Figure 30 were not preserved and they disappeared gradually after the Development 

Plan in 1948 (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 64). 

The open area, which is defined as the Cumhuriyet Square today, indicated by the 

code S3 given in Figure 30 gain the square characteristics after the opening of 

seaside road in 1950 with a modern arrangement. The western periphery of the 

square was expanded and became suitable for traffic. During the new arrengement of 

Cumhuriyet Square and Atatürk Boulevard, single-storey buildings defining the 

northern edge of the square were demolished and new highrise buildings were 

constructed instead of them (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 65). 

 Orchards 

The big open area at the center of the city started to be used as a bazaar where was a 

swamp in between the years 1895-1922. 

 Cemetaries 

The cemetary areas on the northern and southern edges of the city had been 

destroyed. 
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Figure 30: Monumental Buildings and Open Spaces of Ayvalık in between 1923-

1956 
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Ayvalık City in between 1957-1973 

The main factor affecting the city in between 1957-1973 was the preparation of 

Development Plan for Ayvalık in 1972 by Yavuz Taşçı. In this period, the effects of 

the Yavuz Taşçı’s plan have been started to be seen especially on the main axis of 

the city. 

 Built-up Areas in between 1957-1973 

According to the new Development Plan, new construction were built especially 

place in the north of the city as seen in Figure 31. In this period, constructions were 

seen on also the southern and eastern periphery on orchards of the city and this 

constructions directly affects Parmak Çeşme square and its surroundings. Unlike the 

new construction, the buildings built with reinforced concrete slab, stone or brick 

masonry walls in the peripheral parts of the city were constructed These were 

earthquake houses, built after the earthquake in 1944 on the empty lands in the  

periphery of the city with the materials of the ruined  structures destroyed by 

earthquake. Ayos Nikolas Church, which had been transformed into Biberli Mosque 

before 1950s, was also demolished in this period. 

In the easth side of the Cumhuriyet Square, the one-storey bus garage signified with 

number 14 given in Figure 31 and the two-storey houses next to it were gradually 

changed in between 1950-1970 ( Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p: 64) . 

 Open Areas in 1957-1973 

 Squares 

The new houses built near the Parmak Çeşme Square on the orchards affected the 

characteristics of Parmak Çeşme Square. The square which was defined by the 

building facades on three sides and the other with an open space (orchard) become 

more closer. The square, defined by the street in the east direction in this period, 

started to be defined by the garden wall built in this open space, so that the square 

which is open at one side has become a totally enclosed form. 
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At the center of the city, the open area in the middle of traditional residential area 

and commertial area which was transformed to orchard from the swamp in between 

1922-1956, had gained the square characteristics between 1957-1973 and is shown 

with S9 given in Figure 31. The rectangular square was the biggest urban open area 

in the city. 

 Cemetaries 

The Cemetery on the south periphery of the city and the west side of the Parmak 

Çesme Square, which had disappeared before 1956 and turned into an open area, was 

transformed into a stadium according to the 1960 Military Map. A city cemetary was 

built on the road of İzmir-Ayvalık toward the southern side of the city as seen in 

Figure 31. 
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Figure 31: Monumental Buildings and Open Spaces of Ayvalık in between 1957-

1973 
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Ayvalık City in between 1974-2018 

The city has taken its final form in the process up to the present day since 1976. In 

1976, a date which may be considered early for Turkey, Ayvalık has been announced 

as the natural and historic conservation areas by GEEAYK (Real Estate Supreme 

Council of Antiquities and Monuments), so the city has been preserved its texture 

(Şahin Güçhan, 2005). After Ayvalık had become urban conservation area, 

construction was restricted and Yavuz Taşçı's plan was inadequate. For this reason, a 

new Conservation Development Plan was prepared by Baran İdil in 1982 and applied 

in 1994 (Uztuğ, 2006, p:15). In September 1991, the Ayvalık Conservation Plan was 

started to be prepared by Dokuz Eylül University and this plan was completed in 

1994. Today, this plan is still in force (Uztuğ, 2006, p:15). 

 Built-up Areas in between 1974-2018 

Due to the Baran İdil Plan, the construction in the south periphery of the city and in 

the area of Parmak Çeşme Square was restricted. The city showed a great growth in 

the north direction according to plan. 

In the area which is called Sakarya Tepesi, the Propet Ilias Church, which was shown 

with the number 7 in Figure 32, was not used after compulsory exchange and was 

seriously damaged in the earthquake of 1944. This church was become ruin in the 

1970s and the senior center for the elderly was built in this area in between 1995-

1998, later the building was converted to a rehabilitation center for soldiers and their 

relatives (Şahin Güçhan, 2008, p:68). 

During this period, the marina was constructed in the south of the city and the new 

Custom House was constructed in the north of the factory area so the Custom House 

with the number 8 in Figure 32 lost its function in 2008 (Figure 31). 
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 Open Areas in between 1974-2018 

 Streets 

Depending on growing the city, the transportation network developed. Ahmet Taner 

Kışlalı Main Street was built alongside the forest boundary which is the natural 

border of the city in the east of the Ayvalık. 

 Squares 

Some of the buildings in the Gümrük square signified with the code S1 in Figure 32 

are still continuing their old functions and while others have new commercial 

functions. Various changes have been observed over time in hotels and cafes in the 

east and south directions of the square. Although the Gümrük square is in a rich 

commertial area, the square has lost its function today, due to the fact that the 

Customs House is not used since 2008. Today, the square is used as car park. 

After 1976, while there was no significant change in the quality and physical 

characteristics of the Cumhuriyet Square signified with the code S2 in Figure 32 but 

after that the Customs House lost its function and the usage of the Gümrük Square 

changed, importance and function of the Cumhuriyet Squrae increased and it 

becomed city square. 

At Arabacıları Square signified with the code S3 in Figure 32, is now defined mostly 

with new and one traditional buildings. The buildings, defining the square, altered 

greatly. The vast majority of these buildings are commertials, there are a few 

workshops. There is no only a residential building in the area, the one story buildings 

are used as commertial or workshop and the two storeys of these buildings are used 

for residential and commertial purposes. This square is used for comemrtial purposes 

and with the use of the vehicle turned into a junction. At the same time, the area 

became a parking place for taxis, cars, tractors and services. 

Çınarlı Square (S4), Şeytanın Kahvesi (S5), Camlı Kahve Square (S6), and İzmir 

Girişi Square (S7) shown in Figure 32 did not changed physically in the historical 

process but they become important living squares in time. 
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 The Pazar Square signified with the code S9 had lost its square character since a 

bazaar was built in this area after the 1973. 

After undergoing significant changes between 1956 and 1973, The Parmak Çeşme 

Square had not been subjected to a major physical change since 1973. Today, it is 

used by the surrounding houses and the square has been used by car owners for 

parking purposes. The historical development of the Parmak Çeşme square is 

illustrated in more detail in the Figures 33, 34, 35, 36. 
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Figure 32: Monumental Buildings and Open Spaces of Ayvalık in between 1974-

2013 
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Figure 33:Parmak Çeşme Square in between1895-1922 
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Figure 34: Parmak Çeşme Square in between 1923-1956 
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Figure 35: Parmak Çeşme Square in between 1957-1973 
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Figure 36:Parmak Çeşme Square in between 1974-2013 
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Characteristics of Urban Open Areas  

In this part, open areas of Ayvalık that are streets, squares, marsh/orchard, stream 

beds, cemetaries and forest were examined. 

Since old times to present day, the most common use of urban life is urban open 

spaces; streets and squares which are effective in the formation of the city (Krier, 

1979, p:15). 

One of the characteristic feature of Ayvalık is the narrow streets that defined by long 

and narrow traditional buildings were built adjacent order. The entrances of houses 

are directly open to exit the streets. The streets that defined by building facades 

create the urban texture and the squares are valuable and unique elements of the 

Ayvalık settlement.  

As defined by Krier (1979, p:15), squares are the spaces of urban communication and 

association. Özkan (1998, p:155) defined the square as a three-dimensional 

volumetric arrangements which is bounded by horizontal and vertical volumetric 

elements that fulfill human actions, create self-encouragement, and create integration 

and sense of ownership. Similarly, Zucker (1959, p:287) made the definition of 

squares as an urban fragment whose boundaries were defined by architectural 

elements and which were social functions and integrated into a certain city texture. 

Fauole (1995) describes the square as a void space with its designed surroundings. 

According to Webb (1990, p:224), squares are areas surrounded by buildings at least 

from three directions and these spaces are the rooms with a sky ceiling in the city. 

Urban squares are the most effective element of urban open spaces. The city square 

is an important public space that is used for social, cultural, political and commercial 

purposes on special occasions by the people, and briefly where the urban life is go on 

(Ayten, Ozer, 2005, p:96). 

Tayşı (2006, p:81) state that Stübben examines the squares in four groups based on 

their functions. The first group of squares are circles or polygonal squares called 

"traffic squares". The second group squares are designed for public use, usually 

places where markets are built or where various shows and festivals are held. The 

third group of squares, which especially refers to the garden parks of the English 
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park, is formed by parks and squares decorated with trees and plants in various cities 

of Europe in the 19th century. The squares in the fourth group are the squares 

defined in the form of an open space called the "architectural square", generally 

located in front of a monumental structure, integrated with the space and is 

surrounded with architectural constructions. Such squares become "monumental 

square" as a result of historical development in some cities. 

When the squares in Ayvalık are grouped, this information is taken as reference and 

various criterias are determined. 

The squares, which are one of the most important articles of the urban open areas 

which are rare in Ayvalık are grouped according to their location, size and functions 

(Figure37). 

According to location; 

 According to location in city; 

  -In city center 

  -In periphery  

 According to urban functions; 

  -In commertial area 

  -In residential area 

According to dimention; 

 -4500 m² 

 -1500-1375 m² 

 -900 m² 

 -700-600 m² 

 -190-30 m² 

According to function; 
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 - Traffic usage 

 -Public usage 

 -Commertial usage 

 -Residential usage 

In this study, Gümrük Square, At arabacıları Square, Cumhuriyet Square, Çınarlı 

Square, Şeytanın Kahvesi Square, Cam Kahve Node, İzmir Girişi Square, Pazar 

Square and Parmak Çeşme Square which are the principles urban open spaces in 

Ayvalık were evaluated according to these above given criterias, which define 

characteristics of urban spaces. 

Gümrük Square is the urban open space in the center of the city, within the 

commercial area. It is 1500 square meter area with function of the traffic usage 

(Figure38).  

At Arabacıları square is an urban open space in the center of the city, within the 

commercial area. It is 900 square meter area, with the function of traffic and 

commercial usage (Figure 39). 

The Cumhuriyet Square, a sandy area which was not designed under the commercial 

center of the city during the formation, is a square designed for public usage with the 

opening of the coastal road and the change of self-defining structures and modern 

arrangement. It was designed when city center made a little further southward 

movement the after the 1950s. It is located in the city center, within the commertial 

area. It is 1375 square meter area,  area with the function of traffic and public usage 

(Figure 40). 

Çınarlı Square is an urban open space in the city center, within the residential area. It 

is area is 190 square meter area, with the function of public usega (Figure 41). 

The Şeytanın Kahvesi Square is an urban open space in the city center, within the 

residential area. It is 135 meter area, with the function of public usage (Figure 42). 

The Camlı Kahve Node is a urban open space in the city center, within the residential 

area. It is 30 meter area, with the function of public usage (Figure 43). 
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The İzmir Girişi Square is an urban open area in the periphery of the city, within the 

residential area. It is 700 meter area, with the function of residential usage (Figure 

44). 

Pazar Square, which was a swamp before becoming an bazaar area, became a square 

after 1956. It is an urban open area in the city center, within the commercial and 

residential area. It is 4500 meter area, with the function of public and commertial 

usage. It has been lost to the square chracteristic by the formation of the bazaar after 

1974 (Figure 45). 

Parmak Çesme Square, which is the topic of this thesis, is the urban open area in the 

periphery of the city within the residential area. It is 600 meter area, with the 

function of common area (Figure 46). 

When the squares in Ayvalık were examined, it was observed that the function of the 

squares changed according to the location and the dimensions changed accordingly. 

While the squares in the city center serving for traffic, others have public and 

commercial functions, the function of the squares in the periphery is a residential. 

Also, when it is evaluated in terms of size, it is observed that the dimention of the 

squares in the city center within commertial area are 4500 m², 1500-1375 m² and 900 

m² and they are the largest open spaces in the city. The dimensions of the square 

decreases substantially as the residential area goes into the city center. These squares 

in the residential area and in public usage are in the smallest range, 190-30 m².  

Parmak Çeşme Square and İzmir Girişi Square are in the periphery of the city within 

the residential area. It is expected that the square in periphery of the city within the 

residential area will be smaller than the square in city center within both commertial 

and residential area but Parmak Çeşme Square and İzmir Girişi Square that are in the 

periphery of the city within the residential area are in range of 700-600 m². These 

squares are smaller than the squares in city center within the commercial area, but 

much larger than the squares in city center within the residential area. 

According to Marcus and Francis (Marcus et al., 1998, p: 291); city squares are in 

city centers and in the intersection of the crowded streets. Also Önder et al. (Önder et 
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al., 2002, p: 97) say that one of the main features of squares is that squares are open 

urban places and they are in center of cities. In addition to that, Kevin Lynch (1960, 

p:46) state that; squares are surrounded by high density buildings and streets. 

At the end of these examinations; urban open areas defined as square in the periphery 

does not match the general square definition and its characteristics within the city. 

These urban spaces, which are located on the periphery of the city with modest 

residential texture and which are not designed as a square during its formation, are in 

only use of the houses around it not the whole city. Because of this feature, it shows 

'neighbourhoud common' characteristic. 
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Figure 37: Features of Squares in Ayvalık 
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Figure 38: Today Gümrük Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 39: Today At Arabacıları Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 40: Today Cumhuriyet Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 41:TodayÇınarlı Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 42:Today Şeytanın Kahvesi Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 43:Today Camlı Kahve Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 44: Today İzmir Girişi Square in Ayvalık 
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Figure 45: Today Pazar Area ( Old Pazar Square) 
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Figure 46: Today Parmak Çeşme Square in Ayvalık 
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When we look at the cadastral pattern of the city of Ayvalık, it is seen that the 

majority of the city consists of small lots with long thin rectangular form. As the city 

spreads wards to the southern periphery, changes in the size and proportions of the 

lots are observed. These lots, which located at the southern periphery of the city, is 

larger and has no regular form like the other rectangular and/or trapazoidal lots in 

Ayvalık. These open spaces, which are large and irregular located on the periphery of 

the city and used for cultivation, are probably used as city orchards. These open areas 

on the border of the settlement form the natural boundaries of the city and this thesis 

topic, Parmak Çesme Square (Figure 49). 

The open space in the center of the city besides the orchards on the periphery is also 

noteworthy. This area on the water line of Ayvalık is known to be a swamp on 

Psarros' 1922 map, and it is observed that it shows a orchard feature in the 1956 

aerial photograph. After 1956, the public area that gained the square features, then it 

transformed to a bazaar after 1973. 

Another open area type that were effective in the forming the city were the two 

stream beds. While two roads (today's Barbaros Street and 13 April Street) are main 

axes that are parallel to the coastal line, the stream beds are other axes that were 

perpendicular to the coastal. As you can see in Figure 27, there are two stream beds 

in Talat Paşa Street and 13th April Street 20th Street routes on todays which are 

effective in the formation of the city. Traces of stream beds are found in the Yedi 

Kuyular Region (Figure 47). 

It is also observed that water elements such as stream beds, fountains, wells and 

Ayasma Church constitute a water network in the city and that the orchards and 

swamp areas are related to this water network. 

It is known that the orchards are located at the periphery of the settlement. The 

results of the water network study shows that orchards are found both on the north 

periphery of the city, at the east end of Dereboyu Street and on the southern 

periphery of the city at the south of the Yedi Kuyular zone, where the southern river 

bed connected to the settlement. The presence of the swamp area in the city center 

might is also be related with the former water network (Figure 49). 
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Figure 48: Trace of Stream Bed in Yedi Kuyular Region 

Figure 47: Yedi Kuyular 
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Another open area type in the older city was cemetaries. It is seen in the Psarros' 

1922 map that thare are cemeteries on the northern and southern end of the city 

(Figure 21). As it is explained in more detailed in Chapter 2.1. Architectural and 

Historic Characteristics of Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces; after the 1820s, the southern 

cemetary was formed right next to the hospital and near the Parmak Çesme Square. 

The fact that Parmak Çesme Square is located near the cemetery area confirms that 

near surroundings of Parmak Çeşme Square  was at edge of the settlement. It was 

observed that the cemetaries were missing in 1956 aerial photographs and it was also 

observed that the city cemetery was built on the border of İzmir-Ayvalik road in 

1964 aerial photograph. There is a Hüsnü Ural Stadium where there was the old 

cemetary which disappears in the south periphery of the city. There was the older 

cemetery at the east of the Dereboyu Street which was transformed to a football area 

today (Figure 49). 

The final examined open area in the city is the forest area and it forms the eastern 

and southern border of the city. This area which create a beatiful gren forest back 

ground on the east periphery of the urban site was an naked rocky hill till 1960’s. It 

was covered with pine trees and transformed to a woodland. 
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Figure 49: Water Netweork of Ayvalık 
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Characteristics of Built-up Areas 

In this part, built-up areas of Ayvalık that are traditional houses and shops were 

examined to 3.2.2. Built-up Areas in Chapter of Characteristics of Parmak Çeşme 

Square. 

Architectural elements, plan and facade organizations of buildings were analyzed in 

order to understand traditional house characteristics of Ayvalık. This analysis was 

prepared based on studio project that name is “Conservation and Management Plan 

for 13 Nisan Street and Near Surounding of Agia Triada Church in Ayvalık” in 

2015-2016 Spring Semester, Graduate Program in Conservation of Cultural Heritage, 

METU. Plan and facade organizations of traditional Ayvalık houses are related with 

each other. These common principles such as proportions, forms, dimentions and 

especially width of the façade facing to street, location of the main door in the 

alcoves on the façade, and circulation element direction and its location in the house. 

Firstly, buildings were evaluated according to dimensions. Width of the main 

entrance door usually located in an alcove was taken as reference. Then, a unit 

system varying between 1.5 and 2.5 m was established depending to width of the 

entrance door. According to width, buildings were grouped in range between 3.5-5, 

5-7, 7-9, 9-11 m which is derived from this unit system. Depths of these grouped 

buildings were determined in the range between 7-9, 9-11, and 11-14 m. As a result 

of these analyses, they were named as A, B, C, D types and I, II, III subgroups with 

respect to their width and depth (Figure 16).  

While buildings were grouped according to width and depth, numbers of storeys of 

buildings were taken into consideration as unit measure when their heights were 

analyzed. For Ayvalık house, two different story heights were determined as one-

story height (Y) and lower story height (y) that is above (as mezzanine) or belov the 

ground floor (as basement floor), which the main entrance door reach directly by 

stairs. One story height (Y) is between 2.4 and 3.4 m and lower compared to general 

standards. On the other hand, lower story height (y) that is above and below the 

ground floor is between 1.4 and 2.4 m. In the field, it was seen that buildings with 

two and three stories have 2Y and 2Y + y, respectively. According to only width, it 
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was seen that buildings in the group A, B, and C have two or three stories while ones 

in the group D have only two stories. It was determined that there is no traditional 

house with one story in this field (Figure 50) (Güçhan et al., 2018). 

 

Figure 50: Plan Types of Traditional Ayvalık Houses 

After buildings were evaluated with respect to their dimensions, location of entrance 

which was the significant element of Ayvalık house plan typology and circulation 

direction, affected by location of entrance, were analyzed. It was seen that there were 

three variations according to location of entrance which are one side of the facade, 

near the middle of the facade, in the middle of the facade (Figure 51). Circulation 

direction in buildings determinedwith the location of the main entrance and continues 

behind the main entrance direction. Then, it can be divided in two which are changed 

and continious circulation direction. Locations of entrance and circulation direction 

were important factors to specify the properties of Ayvalık traditional house. 

Evaluation of location of entrance and circulation direction shows that, in cases that 
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entrance located in the one side of the façade, the circulation direction changed 

mostly but there are examples that unchanged circulation in the least, in cases that 

entrance located near the middle of the façade and in the middle of the façade, 

circulation direction unchanged (Figure 51).  

 

Figure 51: Location of Entrance and Change of Circulation Direction in traditional 
Ayvalık Houses 

When entrance location and circulation direction were evaluated with dimensions of 

buildings, it was seen that entrance located in one side of facade and circulation 

direction changed for all buildings in the group A. It can be said that these buildings 

are basic group in the formation of all types. In these buildings, the entrance is half 

of the facade and it was reached from the entrance to circulation by stair. Also, there 

are two rooms in the front and back facade. When looked at buildings in the group B, 

they are seemed to similar with group A. Also, it was seen that entrance located in 

one side of facade and circulation direction changed significantly for buildings of B. 

It can be said that entrance section forms one third of the facade. In the great 



78 
 

majority of facade, while there were one room for front facade and one room for 

back facade, there were also two small rooms in the back facade. The buildings in the 

group C are the buildings with the wider façade. Entrance location and circulation 

direction changed accordingly. In these buildings, while entrance located in one side 

of facade, it can also be located near the middle of facade. Circulation direction 

might change in some of them. Entrance section forms one fourth of the facade and 

room number reaches two in the front facade. Generally, these buildings have 

projection in both facades with corner lots. There are more spaces inside. In corner 

buildings, there can be two entrances where one of them from main street and while 

the other from near street because of the slope of the street (Figure 52).  

As a result of these analyses, it can be mentioned that width of the street façade of 

Ayvalık house is basic factor to effecting plan organization by defining the location 

of entrance and direction of circulation space. In the buildings with narrow facade, 

entrance should be in one side of the facade and circulation direction has to change in 

the upper floor to have two separate rooms in the upstairs. Location of entrance and 

circulation direction can vary it width of the buildings increases (Figure 52). 

When look at the plan features of Ayvalık houses, there are generally two entrances 

that are the main entrance door reaching upstairs and the mağaza (service space) 

door and main entrance connected with circulation in first floor with stair. Also, it 

was seen that living spaces formed around the circulation direction. In the first and/or 

mezzanine floor, which was reached by main entrance, there were more common 

spaces as kitchen and sitting room. Private rooms of buildings like bedrom were 

located in the upper floor. In Ayvalık houses, there is a space that called mağaza 

reached by second entrance in the ground floor. Formery, this wide space was used 

for different services of the house, such as laundry, warehouse. Today, these spaces 

are usd as living spaces by being turned to sitting&dining room with an open kitchen. 

Toilets and bathrooms were placed under the stairs and/or courtyard if available in 

the building. But today toilets and bathrooms are inside the houses or within new 

additions. 

The main entrance door is in an alcove on the street facade and is reached by 

staircase with three or four steps. Door openings are rectangular or arched shape that 
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is surrounded by depressed or semicircular stone door frames. Also, there are fake 

door frames made of plaster but look like stone. There were railings in front of the 

windows located on the upper sections of the two winged wooden doors.  
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Figure 52: Typology of traditional Ayvalık houses 
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Second doors opening to mağaza spaces are rectangular. They are mostly wooden 

and have two wings. They have stone or wooden door frames and their openings 

were lower and wider than main door (Figure 53). 

Window openings have a certain order within themselves in traditional Ayvalık 

house. Window opening sizes increase from ground floor to upper floors and their 

form change. In the ground floor, window form is square or rectangular. These 

windows with frame or without frame can be in the dimensions of 50x60 cm, 60x100 

cm, 50x50 cm and 100x100 cm. There is no square form in the first floor. First floor 

windows either have arched top sill or they are flat similar to the ones in the ground 

floor. They are 60 x 100 cm and 80 x 170 cm in size. In addition, arched windows 

are more common in upper floors. Sizes of the windows with frame or without frame 

are 90 x 180 cm and 80 x 170 cm. Architectural elements change with respect to 

floors. While there were balustrades that called sardunyalık in Ayvalık in the ground 

floor and first floor, there were wooden shutters in the upper floors (Figure 54, 55). 

In the traditional Ayvalık houses, there are basicly five types of projections 

according to their location in the façade and size. These are, projection on one side of 

the façade (divided into two as small side of the façade and large side of the facade), 

whole façade projection (divided into  two subtitles as whole façade projection and 

whole façade projection with two parts), projection on the middle façade, projection 

on two façade of the building, whole façade projection (triangular form) (Figure 56). 

Balcony was located near the close projection, in the middle of facade, along with 

façade or in the shape of L in the corner of the corner buildings. Also, it was 

observed that brackets made by metal or wood (Figure 57).  

In addition to façade elements, there are some architectural elements inside the 

houses such as icon shelves on the wall thought to carrying prayer books in the 

circulation direction that reach the stairs and shelfs in the kitchen, cupboard in 

circulation spaces in the top floors. 

When traditional commercial buildings in Ayvalık are studied, it is seen that their 

interior architectural elements are differet from the houses. However, entrance door 

is the determinant element in the commercial buildings also because it affects plan 
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and facade organization directly similar to the houses. In traditional commercial 

buildings, entrance door can be in one side of the facade, in the middle of the facade 

or on the corner of the facade in the corner lots. Nevertheless, the most common one 

is in the middle of the facade. Traditional commertial buildings are usually one 

storey high and there are window openings near the door depending on the facade 

width. One of the characteristic features of traditional commercial buildings is to 

have bigger and more ornamented openings than houses. In the commercial 

buildings, there is openings on the door.  

 

Figure 53: Door Typology in Traditional Ayvalık Houses 
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Figure 54: Window Typology in Traditional Ayvalık Houses 

 

Figure 55: Windows, Fences, and Shutters of Traditional Ayvalık Houses 
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Figure 56: Projection Typology in Traditional Ayvalık Houses 
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Figure 57: Balcony Typology in Traditional Ayvalık Houses 

2.2. Tools of Rehabilitation of Conservation Areas 

As the aim of this thesis is to prepare a rehabilitation project to improve the current 

condition of the near surrounding of Parmak Çeşme Square that is a value for 

Ayvalık and for this purpose, this section focus an rehabilitation of historic area and 

tools used for this purpose. In this sense, the principles that underpin rehabilitation 

concept were searched in international literature and the methods tools existing in 

Turkish legislation are studied. As a result of all the research, the project principles 

and methods for the rehabilitation project for near surrounding of Parmak Çeşme 

Square tried to be developed. 

Since Venice Charter, there have been several international documents considering 

wholistic conservation of historic urban environments. 

In 1974, Conclusion of the Seminar on the Integration of Modern Architecture in Old 

Surroundings says that “the careful design of the new and the care of the old must go 
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together as parts of a comprehensive scheme for the rehabilitation of an area. Such a 

scheme must also cover the amenities of the street, the control of motor traffic and 

the planning of the landscape. None of these factors can be considered in isolated.” 

For example, in 1975, 4th International Symposium on the Conservation of Smaller 

Historic Towns was generated and according to results of the symposium, specific 

visual qualities of urban spaces, streets and squares are not only in isolated “tradition 

islands”, they must be conserved throughout the town's fabric. 

Conclusions of the Krems Symposium on the Aesthetic, Economic and Social 

Implications of the Revitalization of a Medium Sized Austrian Town: Cooperation 

between Municipality and Population that is prepared in 1975 emphasized the 

importance of the integrated conservation and mentioned the legal and economic 

difficulties of application of conservation programs for municipalities. According to 

conclusions, using of the old buildings and infrastructures is a considerable amount 

of saving.  In the light of cost profit analysis, the integrated conservation is more 

preferable. Also, conclusion shows that successful conservation program is possible 

only with collaboration of residents. Regeneration of the historical squares depends 

on this collaboration. The community must be part of the preparation and application 

of conservation program. Furthermore, conclusion supports preparation of new laws 

about balance of the budgetary resource between renovation of historical buildings 

and construction of new buildings. 

In 1975, The Declaration of Amsterdam was established and mentioned the new 

concept, integrated conservation. According to the Declaration of Amsterdam, the 

integrated conservation is “overall protection will complement the piecemeal 

protection of individual and isolated monuments and sites”. The declaration 

supported that beside the near surroundings the heritage must be conserved with all 

historic or cultural areas of towns or villages. 

The Declaration of Amsterdam indicates that;  

“The rehabilitation of an architectural complex forming part 

of the heritage is not necessarily more costly than new 

building on an existing infrastructure or even than building a 

new complex on a previously undeveloped site.” (Declaration 

of Amsterdam, 1975) 
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Also, declaration discourse balance of the budgetary resource between rehabilitation 

of historical buildings and redevelopment and support supplying at least same 

financial advantages to citizens who decide to rehabilitate an old building as those 

which they enjoy for new construction. 

In 1976, Berlin Symposium: The Big European Cities and Change- A Future of their 

Past was realized and conclusion of the symposium was compiled. The Berlin 

Symposium focused the 19th century heritage and according to conclusion of 

symposium, separation of all budget for social housing and the urban renewal policy 

that prefer rebuilding instead of rehabilitation of 19th century housing make things 

difficult for conservation. However, beside the conservation of residential area, 

regeneration of the 19th century buildings are more economic than social housing 

construction because infrastructure is available and social expenses reducible.  

The structural and dimensional harmony of these houses creates spirit of 19th century 

neighborhoods. Even the houses that are not independent of each other do not have 

extraordinary architectural value; they are valuable because of their façade 

ornamentation and closeness of streets and squares.  

Also, the population density of historical residential area provides close relationship 

between residents and conservation of the houses protects the residents to alienation 

of the environment.  

Symposium mentioned the how legislation should be. According to symposium, 

improvement of the old settlement is long term process that is designed to improve 

the existing environment instead of disposal deficiency and current legislation is 

inadequate to conserve each area’s authenticity, so the legislation should be flexible, 

and they should be changed if necessary. 

According to Recommendation Concerning the Safeguarding and Contemporary 

Role of Historic Areas in 1976, the historic area that is any groups of buildings and 

open spaces is the part of the daily environment of the peoples and the evidence of 

the cultural and social activities and the integration of the historic areas to social life 

is duty.The new developed areas are threat for historical areas so historic areas and 

surroundings should be actively protected and integrated contemporary life.Also, the 

historic area should play in role in cultural development of the people.The financial 

fund shold be created for the conservation of historic areas in the budgets of the 
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central, regional and local authorities and all these funds should be centrally 

managed by public, private or semi-public bodies. 

In 1978, Resolutions of the Symposium devoted to the Study of the "Streetscape in 

Historic Towns’’ is a guideline for rehabilitation. It considers that; 

 “the street is the natural environment of the town-dweller, 

that the evolution of society has brought about a lack of 

awareness of the street as an urban phenomenon, causing it 

to deteriorate and to lose its original function, and that there 

is today a revival of awareness of the importance of the street 

urban and social life” 

“buildings contributing to an ensemble, without themselves 

being of exceptional value, have often been defaced or 

replaced by the most unfortunate creations, of the wrong 

scale, materials and colour” 

“that original buildings lines have been upset and the pattern 

of holdings obliterated, that trees, fountain, stalls, terraces of 

cafes, porches and other elements of the streetscape have 

gradually been disappeating and have been replaced by a 

jumble of ill-consorted street-furniture.”(Resolution of 

Symposium Streetscape in Historic Towns, 1978) 

Furthermore, Resolutions of Symposium mentioned decay of the everyday life of the 

street, destruction of its spatial and social balance. According to it, the street is a 

necessary element for the balance and identity of the community and is equally a 

basic part of the common heritage of mankind in historic towns. Also, the internal 

structure and life of the houses and blocks form the animation of the street so plot 

sizes and characteristics proportions should be respected rather than to the restoration 

of facades merely. The symposium considered important to human scale and 

suggested that preservation or recovering of diversity of social composition and 

range of activities of the regenerated ancient streets to keep human scale.  

In the end, the symposium said that; 

“great attention should be paid to the contours and paving of 

the ground; subdued lighting should be installed with the 
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greatest care and advertising kept in control; street furniture 

should be of a consistent design, that all the advantages of 

modern life should be introduced into our ancient towns, in 

the form which is best suited to the particular character of 

each town.” (Resolution of Symposium Streetscape in 

Historic Towns, 1978) 

In 1987, Washington Charter: Charter on the Conservation of Historic Town and 

Urban Areas mentions that the streets are defined city pattern with lots and form the 

characteristics of historic urban area. According to this information streets are one 

piece of the historic urban areas and they are in the scope of integrated conservation. 

According to Preservation Charter for the historic towns and areas of the 

United States of America in 1992, the preservation of historic towns and areas must 

be integral part of the every planning process because the features of the historic area 

create the city’s character. The preservation should be in harmonious relationship 

with the historic area and the city and the preservation of historic area must be 

incorporation with local inhabitants and the encourage residence to participate the 

preservation activities. Also the financial incentives should be encouraged by 

governments, private business, and individuals. 

The Framework Convention on the Value of Cultural Heritage for Society (the Faro 

Convention) in 2005 emphasizes the value and potential of cultural heritage. 

According to Faro Convention, cultural heritage should participate in cultural life 

and the conservation and sustainable use of the cultural heritage are depend human 

developments. Each person has a claim to provide the cultural heritage and to 

contribute towards its enrichment. Also, the integrated approach is emphasized. The 

conservation suggests sustainable management and maintenance and provide general 

technical regulations take account of the specific conservation requirements of 

cultural heritage.Also it proposes the legal, financial and professional framework that 

make possible joint action by public authorities, experts, owners, investors, 

businesses, non-governmental organisations and civil society. 

According to Charter on the Interpretation and Presentation of Cultural Heritage 

Sites in 2008, the presentation of the cultural heritage should be related with its 

social, historical, cultural and natural environments and values and aim to produce 
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economic, social, cultural profit for stakeholders. The opinion and expectations of 

the property owner should take in consideration. Also, the stories and memories of 

the historical participations is the important source to understand significance of the 

site.  

The rehabilitation is defined by Göksu (1989) as; 

‘improvement of available features of the all urban area or 

particular area without changing the structure of the 

community to provide better conditions for existing buildings 

and environment when wearing down physically or 

irresponsive the requirement’ (Göksu, 1989).  

Also, according Appleton Charter (1983) , rehabilitation is a level of intervention and 

it include all intervention activities that are maintenance, stabilization, removal and 

addition and it is applicable for all scales of intervention like building elements, 

buildings, groups of buildings, buildings & settings, and sites. 

According to Dinçer (2016), there are two types of rehabilitation that are physical 

and functional rehabilitation. Physical Rehabilitation; making the infrastructure 

(water system, sewage system, and electric line) and upper structure reusable with 

essential repairmen like consolidation, reintegration, cleaning and making the 

maintenance and repair of the buildings and pavement. Functional Rehabilitation; 

refunctioning and reusing the buildings that loss original function but the new 

function should not cause the loss of authenticity, it should be compatible with 

buildings and reversible. 

According to Ünver (2017, p: 97), the street rehabilitation is the one of the urban 

conservation approach that conserves the social and cultural structure of the area, 

beside the physical intervention.  

The starting point of the rehabilitation project is the limited budget of immovable 

cultural properties’ owners. Also, particular conservation of immovable cultural 

properties leads the integrated urban conservation. Because of that reason, the 

concept of street rehabilitation is engendered and developed as a tool in Turkey 

(Ünver, 2017, p:97). 

When look the Turkish Legislation, there is no clear examination about rehabilitation 

of street. In 1972 first time, additional article 6 of Construction Law (Imar Kanunu) 
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act no: 6785 mentioned the concept of squares and streets in need of protection. 

There is no specific definition, but legislation tells that old streets and squares in 

need of protection must be in unity with cultural heritage that has architectural and 

historical value.(As per additional article 6- Rules of conservation of Relics and 

historical art structure, having historical or architectural values, such as; inns, 

hammams, caravansaraies, mansions, yalıs, houses, almshouses, sanctuaries and 

fountains, old streets, squares related to these structures are determined commonly by 

Ministry of National Education, Ministry of Cultural and Tourism, Ministry of 

Environment and Urbanisation, Ministry of Finance and general directorate for 

foundations in the light of views and opinions of High Council of Monuments. ) 

The street rehabilitation was defined first time in the 2004 amendment law of the 

Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage (Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma 

Kanunu) act no: 2863 that was prepared in 1983. According to this law, street 

rehabilitation is project and application of conservation to immovable cultural 

property in need of protection and the other buildings together with the authentic 

elements that defined street pattern in urban protected area and conservation area. 

The rehabilitation projects include all streets in urban protected area and 

conservation area and evaluate registered and not registered building together 

depending conservation development plan so it base integrated conservation idea. 

The law of Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage (Kültür ve Tabiat 

Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu) does not include technical details about rehabilitation 

project and it state that preparation the by-law about principles of rehabilitation 

projects and its implementation but this by-law has not prepared still today (Ünver, 

2017, p:104). 

The other legislation which is the specification of Rehabilitation Project of Street that 

Need Conservation (Korunması Gerekli Sokakları Sağlıklaştırma Projesi Teknik 

Şartnamesi) no: 1216 prapered in 1996 mentioned the aim and scope of Street 

Rehabilitation Project and defined as beside the conservation of registered and not 

registered buildings' street facades and courtyard walls, annex, and architectural 

elements like fountain with authentic street pattern and street furniture in urban 

protected area and conservation area according to high council resolution, regional 

conservation council decisions, conservation development plan, or development plan, 
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also all kinds of project about conservation and documentation of all elements that 

defined the authentic street pattern. Some principles of this legislation about street 

rehabilitation are like that; 

 A projecting approach that takes the environment and the area into the 

foreground by protecting its natural, cultural, architectural, historical, 

economic, aesthetic, visual values and original identity. 

 Improvement of the environmental quality is aimed with designs which are 

compatible with environment in design process. 

 Project is designed according to users and residents by determining user’s 

profile. Besides, it includes some regulations according to users such as kids, 

old and disabled people.  

 Open areas, squares, gardens, courtyards, and pavements are conserved with 

environment take into consideration traditional, local, historical, cultural and 

natural values, the modern usage and landscape arrangement is feasible and 

traditional architectural pattern is developed. 

Specification aims that continuation of social structure of project area beside the 

physical structure. 

According to this legislation only street facades of buildings are in scope of 

rehabilitation projects. Buildings are not considered as a whole. Aim of containing 

only street facade instead of whole buildings is increase the cost. The specification of 

Rehabilitation Project of Street that Need Conservation (Korunması Gerekli 

Sokakları Sağlıklaştırma Projesi Teknik Şartnamesi) is abrogated but later technical 

specification that is the specification of Rehabilitation Project of Street and Texture 

that Need Conservation and Urban Design Project’s (Korunması Gerekli Doku ve 

Sokakları Sağlıklaştırma ve Kentsel Tasarım Projesi Teknik Şartnamesi) act no: 

25849 prapared in 2005 aim and scope is same with previous one only some 

principles were changed. 

The basic changes of principles are that buildings within the scope of rehabilitation 

project must be licensed and the boundary of the project area is defined by Regional 

Conservation Counciland Municipal Council. This specification was abrogated by 

Regulation on Tenders of Cultural Heritage (Kültür Varliklari İhale Yönetmeliği). 
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The specification of Rehabilitation Project of Street and Texture that Need 

Conservation and Urban Design Project’s (Korunması Gerekli Doku ve Sokakları 

Sağlıklaştırma ve Kentsel Tasarım Projesi Teknik Şartnamesi) aim, scope and 

principles are same with the other legislations, but it has technical information and 

details about rehabilitation projects. This legislation classifies the buildings and 

describes this building groups and street in need of protection. According to this 

legislation, street in need of protection is the space that is defined with buildings that 

are mostly registered and traditional in the historical urban area and it protect the 

authenticity and it has traditional architectural elements like buildings, courtyard 

walls, tandoor, oven, and fountain and street in need of protection is create and 

arrange the relationship between this architectural area. 

When the look at the Turkish legislation, there is no more information about 

rehabilitation projects and its application. As stated previously, nonpreparation of the 

by-law about Rehabilitation Project is big problem for urban conservation and it 

cause legal gap. Also, the street rehabilitation project does not take the buildings as a 

whole, it involves only façade of the building and this is confounding with 

conservation principles. 

According to legal regulation that is law of Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Conservation and Revision (Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu İle Çeşitli 

Kanunlarda Değişiklik Yapılması Hakkında Kanun) no: 5226 in 2004, 10% percent 

of the property taxes are allocated for the conservation projects and application of 

immovable cultural properties with Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of 

Cultural Heritage (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım Sağlanmasına 

Dair Yönetmenlik) act no: 29368 published  in 2005. This new source increased the 

municipalities’ capacity to make conservation. Hovewer, this legal development 

caused that urban conservation is a means rather than an end. The municipalities base 

politics and aim gaining economical added-value, for this reason, they produced a 

large number of unqualified conservation projects and applications (Eres, 2014, p: 

165). This is basic reason that the street rehabilitation projects are so much extensive 

and unqualified besides the definition, scope and method of the street rehabilitation 

projects and applications are not clear in legislation (Ünver, 2017, p: 104). 
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Based on this results, in rehabilitation project that produced in Chapter 4, the 

objectives and principles of the rehabilitation projects in the legislation have been 

adopted but criticizing the contradictory concept of the integrated conservation as the 

project only covers the street facades of buildings. In the project, an integrated 

conservation has been adopted to cover the entire open spaces and buildings of the 

Parmak Çeşme. The buildings are evaluated as a whole and in the project, a holistic 

intervention has been proposed. In the scope of the project, few of the buildings are 

analysed compehensively so the project produced for all buildings’ facade and the 

interior project produced for two of the buildings that is analysed with interior as an 

example of the integrated intervention. 

Financial incentives for the conservation of cultural heritage have been researched 

after the purpose, scope and method of rehabilitation studies have been determined in 

the legislation. 

In European countries, it is not possible to talk about a common policy in terms of 

administrative structure, and also incentive measures in the conservation of the 

immovable cultural properties. There is no common system established by the EU in 

this regard and it is not implemented by in member countries. However, it is seen 

that there are some reports and studies prepared by the Council of Europe. On the 

other hand, it should be noted that countries also show differences in the criteria of 

the conservation. However, all countries seem to encourage the conservation of 

cultural heritage in different ways under the responsibility of central or local 

governments, more or less depending on the density of cultural properties they have 

(Koç, 2008, p:155). 

The Council of Europe recognizes the responsibility for the conservation of cultural 

heritage is primarily proprietary, and that it is not possible to protect these properties 

with limited public resources, and therefore individuals and institutions who are 

subjected to private law should be encouraged in this area (Hooper, 2003). 

More effective use of public funds for private sector investments, preparation of 

financial and administrative advantageous conditions to encourage conservation 

projects by the Council of Europe in 1991 in order to provide more special funding 
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for cultural heritage conservation and to enable special initiatives in this area, 

profitability and risk reduction, and encouraging sponsorship (Hooper, 2003). 

There are three different methods that are subsidies (gratuitous aid), low-interest 

loans and tax incentives for immovable cultural properties among European 

countries, and some countries prefer only one of these methods, while others use 

several at the same time. The procedure varies from country to country depending on 

the nature of the property or the degree of need for repairs. In addition to public 

resources, charities and some private sector funds have an important share in the 

conservation of immovable cultural properties (Pickad, Pickerill, 2002, p:74). 

Direct subsidies are at the top of incentives for the conservation of cultural heritage 

in European countries. In some countries it appears that tax incentives was applied in 

addition to direct aid or instead of direct aid. In general, tax incentives in European 

countries are provided through Value Added Tax, Income Tax, Wealth Tax, 

Inheritance Tax and Transfer Tax, but that regulations that provide tax avoidance are 

not influential for maintenance of the cultural heritage (Sell, 2007). Direct credit 

facilities are available in countries where tax advantages are not offered (Pickad, 

Pickerill, 2002, p:75). 

Considering the financial incentives related to cultural heritage in Turkey, tax 

exceptions and exemptions, lowering the taxes of cultural sponsorship spending 

incentives and shows other financial incentives under the Promotion of Cultural 

Investments and Initiatives Law (Kültür Yatırımları Ve Girişimlerini Teşvik Kanunu) 

act no:5225 (Koç, 2008, p: 206-37). 

The financial supports that can be use in the proposed rehabilitation project are 

lowering the taxes of cultural sponsorship spending incentives, and other financial 

incentives such as assistance in the maintanence of the immovable cultural properties 

with the Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural 

Properties (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım Sağlanmasına Dair 

Yönetmenlik) act no. 29368 in 2005, contribution to the conservation of immovable 

cultural properies with Regulation on Contribution of the Conservation of Cultural 

Heritage (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Korunmasına Ait Katkı Payına Dair 
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Yönetmenlik) act no. 29453 in 2015 and TOKI (Housing Development 

Administration of Turkey) credits (Figure 58).  

The cultural sponsorship expenses consist of two titles: tax reduction, income tax 

reduction and corporate tax reduction. Various expenditures, donations or subsidies 

can be reduced from the income tax according to law of Personal Income Tax (Gelir 

Vergisi Kanunu) act no: 193 and corporation tax according to law of Corporate 

Income Tax (Kurumlar Vergisi Kanunu) act no. 5520. These include the 

maintenance, repair, survey, restoration and restitution projects of cultural heritage. 

The discount rate can cover the entire amount of expenditure. The most important 

difference between income tax and corporation tax reduction is that there is a ranking 

in the distribution of corporation tax deduction and according to the law, the cultural 

heritage is in the 5th rank. 

 

Figure 58: The Financial Supports That Can Be Use in the Proposed Rehabilitation 
Project 

The details of the assistance of the conservation of cultural heritage were arranged in 

the Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural Properties 

(Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım Sağlanmasına Dair Yönetmenlik). 
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In 2005 prepared in accordance with law of Cultural and Natural Heritage 

Conservation and Revision (Kültür Ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu İle 

Çeşitli Kanunlarda Değişiklik Yapılması Hakkında Kanun) no 5226. 

According to Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural 

Properties (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım Sağlanmasına Dair 

Yönetmenlik) (2005), the project assistance amount is determined by the 

commission, and the project assistance can not exceed 75,000 TL. Application 

assistance is up to approximately 80% of the cost in collective applications and is up 

to approximately 70% of the cost in individual applications, but not exceeding 

300,000 TL. These benefits are non-refundable, and for help, the person to be helped 

is required to make a contribution to the project and the ratio of the contribution is 

determined by the commission, but it is not specified how the ratio is determined. 

In addition to these cash benefits, the Ministry may provide technical assistance 

during project or application phase. In addition, if the commission is deemed 

necessary, the construction material can be provided by the Ministry (Regulation 

Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural Properties,2005). 

In order to benefit from this assistance, the buildings must be registered and 

collective applications are possible to integrated conservation as well as individual. 

In collective applications, At least 70% of the immovable cultural properties must 

apply (Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural 

Properties,2005). 

In collective applications, projects and applications of the buildings that are remained 

the immovable cultural properties, design of squares which defines the texture, urban 

furniture, lighting elements are carried out in accordance with the provisions of the 

conservation development plan if there is any, in order to protect of the streets as a 

whole (Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of Immovable Cultural 

Properties,2005). 

According to Regulation on Contribution of the Conservation of Cultural Heritage 

(Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Korunmasına Ait Katkı Payına Dair Yönetmenlik)in 

2005 prepared in accordance with law of Cultural and Natural Heritage Conservation 

and Revision (Kültür Ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu İle Çeşitli Kanunlarda 
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Değişiklik Yapılması Hakkında Kanun) no 5226, cash, material, and technical 

assistance is provided for the project and the application of the maintenance and 

repair of the cultural heritage (Regulation on Contribution of the Conservation of 

Cultural Heritage,2005). 

The source of the contribution is the amount to be collected at the rate of 10% of the 

estate tax (building and land tax). The contributions collected from the municipalities 

are credited to the Contribution Share Account for the Composition of Immovable 

Cultural Properties opened for this purpose. The amount collected in the contribution 

share account is transferred to Special Provincial Administration, investment 

monitoring and coordination and Municipalities for planning, project, application and 

expropriation works. The activities can be covered from this account. However, the 

amount that SPA can use can not exceed 30% of the total collected amount rest of 

the source (Regulation on Contribution of the Conservation of Cultural 

Heritage,2005). 

First of all, immovable cultural properties that are urgent, special project application 

areas in conservation plans are prior and then environmental design, urban design 

and street rehabilitation applications can benefit from this service (Regulation on 

Contribution of the Conservation of Cultural Heritage,2005). 

According to in Housing Development Law (Toplu Konut Kanunu) no 2985 in 

accordance with law of Cultural and Natural Heritage Conservation and Revision 

(Kültür Ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma Kanunu İle Çeşitli Kanunlarda Değişiklik 

Yapılması Hakkında Kanun) no 5226, as it was mentioned before, at least 10% of the 

TOKI credits are applied to the applications for the maintenance, repair and 

conservation of the cultural heritage. The amount of the credit by TOKI is at most 

70% of the cost of the  implementation project, and this amount can not exceed 

170,000 TL for 2018. The structures to benefit from the TOKI credit should be 

registered just as it is specified in the Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance of 

Immovable Cultural Properties (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım 

Sağlanmasına Dair Yönetmenlik). When the projects to be given credits are 

determined, priority is given to the projects to be realized by the initiative and 

coordination of the institutions and local governments. In addition to this, values, 
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physical condition, characteristics of the surrounding area, usage purpose of the 

heritage are taken into consideration in selection. TOKI credits are refunded and the 

interest of the credit is 4% and payback period is 10 years (Act no.5226,2004). 
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CHAPTER 3 
 

 

CHARACTERISTICS OF PARMAK ÇEŞME SQUARE AND ITS NEAR 

SURROUNDINGS 

 

 

 

Parmak Çeşme Square located at the south east section of Ayvalık, close to the 

southern main entrance of city called as 13 Nisan today. The Parmak Çeşme Square 

and near surrounding area is the topic of the thesis and there are some analysis are 

made to understand the area and relationship with the city. For this reason the study 

area is divided two scales that are Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 

defined by and Parmak Çeşme Square (Main study area) defined by Ferah Street and 

Parmak Çeşme Street 1. Alley, and Parmak Street in given Figure 59.  

 

Figure 59: Boundaries of Study Areas (Aerial Photo, 2013) 
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Depending on the scale, analysis and detail of the analysis change. Basic physical 

analysis is made in two study area given in 3.1.1. and 3.1.2 sections titled but main 

study area, physical analyses are more and detailed given in 3.2. section titled. 

Beside the physical analyses, social analyses are made in main study area. Social 

analysis shown in 3.2.2 section titled gives the information about social structure of 

Parmak Çeşme Square.   

Beside the cadastral pattern, open built up areas, and registration status analysis, 

there are open and built-up in this part. 

The aim of the “cadastral pattern analysis” is to get information about the 

ownership status. For this reason, the cadastral map of 1942 was examined to 

understand changes and order of the cadastral pattern in Parmak Çeşme Square and 

near surroundings. 

The aim of the “open built-up analysis” is to understand relationship between open 

areas and built up areas to examine pattern and density of Parmak Çeşme Square and 

near surrounding area. Information of open and built-up areas was gathered from 

observation of study areas while surveying the site. The base map which was 

prepared in 2013 was used as a base and corrections were made according to 

observations. 

The aim of the “registration status analysis” is to understand registration status. In 

the study, 1994 Conservation Plan for Ayvalık was used to get information about 

registered lots.  

Analysis of the open areas is grouped under 3 topics that are “open area category”, 

“current use of open areas”, and “characteristic of public spaces”. 

During the site survey, the information was gathered about open spaces. Also, 

cadastral pattern and aerial photos of the area were used to define open area 

boundaries.  

The aim of the “open area category” analysis is to understand the relationship 

between built-up areas and types of open areas that based on ownership boundries 

and use of open areas or buildings in the lot.In “open area category” study, open 
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areas divided into two groups that are “defined by lot boundaries” and “not defined 

by lot boundaries”. The open areas that “defined by lot boundaries” are separated 

into groups according to existing buildings in the lot like “open areas of empty lots” 

and if the building is exist in lot, according to usage of the building like “open areas 

of public buildings” and “open areas of private buildings”. The open areas that “not 

defined by lot boundaries” are separated into groups according to their usage as 

“forest”, “square”, “street”, “not defined area”, and “stream bed”.  

The aim of the “use of open area” analysis is understand the type of current use of 

open areas in the study area. In “use of open area” study, open areas are divided two 

groups that are “public open area” and “private open area”. And in both groups, 

open areas are divided according to intended use. “Public open area” is divided 

“street”, “square”, “car park”, “play ground”, “forest”, and “stream bed”. 

“Private open area” is divided “courtyard/garden”, “orchard”, “car park”, “play 

ground”, and “empty”. 

The aim of the “open area characteristics” is to understand the elements of the 

streets and their features. In “open area characteristics” study, there are three types 

of elements in given in Figure 59 that are “building elements making special 

contribution to the open areas”, “street furnitures” and “pavements”. “Building 

elements making special contribution to the open areas” are “traditional building 

surfaces”, “new building surfaces”, “traditional courtyard walls”, “new courtyard 

walls”, “open projections”, “close projections”, “main entrance alcoves with 

stairs”, “balustrade” and “shelter”. “Street furnitures” are “fountains”, “electric 

poles”, and “rubbish bins”. “Pavements” are “traditional arnavut pavement”, “big 

cube stone”, “small cube stone”, “screed sidewalk”, “asphalt”, and “earth”.  

“Traditional buildings walls”, “new buildings walls”, “traditional courtyards 

walls”, and “new courtyards walls” create vertical surfaces of the open areas, 

“pavements” create vertical surfaces of the open spaces. The other building elements 

that are “open projection”, “close projection”, “main entrance alcoves with stairs”, 

“balustrade”, and “shelter” and “street furnitures” give the open areas spatial 

contribution.  
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Figure 60: Characteristics of Public Spaces 
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Analysis of the built-up areas is divided 6 parts that are “building category”, 

“current use of buildings”, “constructional system and material”, “structural 

condition”, “change of traditional buildings”, and “building height and number of 

storey”. 

The aim of the analysis of the “building category” is to understand original building 

characteristics and then to categorize them according to original function, 

construction technique and material.  

When look to buildings’ original function, variety is seen. The original functions of 

the buildings in the area are “church”, “fountain”, “shop”, “depot”, “house”, 

“annex”, and “barn”. 

Construction technique and material were evaluated together, and the analysis shows 

that buildings in the area were made “traditional technique and material” or “new 

technique and material”.  

“Traditional technique” is defined stone or brick masonry system in the ground and 

timber frame system in the upper most floors. “Traditional material” is used in the 

area are stone or brick. “New technique” is defined concrete frame and new material 

hollow brick or briquette. But in the area, after the earthquake in 1944, some 

buildings were constructed with collapsed buildings’ materials like stone or brick. 

The buildings were evaluated with new technique and material category, but they are 

defined as disaster houses differently from other buildings that were made with “new 

technique and material”. 

According to combination of these criteria, the building categories are defined. 

“Church built traditional technique and material (stone masonry + timber frame)”, 

“fountain built traditional technique and material (stone masonry)”, “shop built 

traditional technique and material (stone masonry)”, “shop built new technique and 

material (concrete frame)”, “depot built traditional technique and material (stone 

masonry)”, “depot built new technique and material (concrete frame)”, “house built 

traditional technique and material (stone or brick masonry or timber frame)”, 

“house built new technique and material (concrete frame)”, “disaster house built 

new technique and material (stone or brick masonry with concrete slab)”, “annex 
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built traditional technique and material (stone or brick masonry)”, “annexes built 

new technique and material (briquette wall)”, “barn built traditional technique and 

material (stone masonry” are building categories that are determined in Parmak 

Çeşme Square and near surrounding area. 

The aim of “current use of buildings” analysis is that determination the current 

function of buildings and their distribution. Current functiones of buildings in the 

area are “house”, “shop”, “depot”, “fountain”, “hostel”, “muhtar office”, 

“empty”, and “annex”. Annexes are used as “depot”, “garage”, “kitchen”, and 

“bath” according to usage. Current use is presented with maps and if the building 

have more than one usage (residential and commercial in ground), it is shown 

together.  

The aim of “constructional system and material” analysis is that determination the 

constructional systems and materials of buildings and their distribution. 

Construction system used in the buildings are “stone masonry”, “stone and brick 

masonry”, “stone and briquette masonry”, “stone and timber frame”, “stone and 

concrete frame”, “brick masonry”, “brick masonry and timber frame”, 

“unidentified material masonry”, “timber frame”, “briquette masonry” and 

“concrete frame”.  

The aim of “structural condition” analysis is that determination structural condition 

and their distribution in the study area. 

“Structural condition” is divided 5 main groups which are “good condition”, “fair 

condition”, “medium condition”, “severe condition”, and “collapse.” 

If the buildings in”Good condition”, this means that its structurally sound and there 

is no any or minor material problems. 

 “Fair condition” defines that; there is no structural problem in the building, but 

surface deterioration in material can be seen. 

“Medium condition” means that there can be slight structural problems, material 

loss, slight deformations started but building is still stable. 
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“Severe condition” describes that severe structural problems, severe material decay 

and material loss, structural decay but building is not stable. 

If the building is in “Collapse condition”, this means that there is partial or total 

collapse. 

The aim of change of “traditional building” analysis is that determination exterior 

change and their distribution. Mass and façade changes were analyzed together. Only 

traditional buildings were evaluated and mass and facade changes are classified in 4 

groups which are “not changed”, “partially changed”, “severely changed”, and 

“changed”. 

“Not changed” defines that original mass and façade organization and size of the 

building is not changed, only changes in original materials of architectural elements 

and/or finishing materials and partial mass addition/removal which does not affect 

legibility of original mass size and organizations. 

“Partially changed” describes that original mass and façade organizations and sizes 

of the building is not changed, but there can be minor changes in original materials 

of architectural elements and/or finishing materials and their size and partial 

environmental mass addition/removal which does not affect legibility of original 

mass size and organizations. 

“Severely changed” defines that original mass and façade organization and sizes are 

changed, changes in original materials of architectural elements and/or finishing 

materials and their size, partial mass addition/removal and these changes effect 

legibility. 

“Completely Changed” means that the original mass and façade organizations and 

sizes are changed and not legible. 

The mass and façade change is presented with maps. “Restored” and 

“reconstructed” buildings are not evaluated, but they aregiven as a separate in a 

map. 
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The aim of “buildings height and number of storey” analysis is to give 3D 

volumetric features of the buildings which affects integrity and perception of the 

study area. 

Building height and number of stories are analyzed together because they are similar 

mostly. As seen in Figure 61, “one storey” buildings are lower than 3 meters. “Two 

storey” high buildings are in between 3 and 5.5 meters. “Three storey” heigh 

buildings are between 5.5 and 8 meters. Only Aya Triada Church is exception. It is 

two stories but higher than 10.5 meter, so it is analyzed separately. 

 

Figure 61: Building Height and Number of Story 

The storey heights may change in the building itself. Ground floor and mezzanine 

floors if exist are lower than upper floor. 

This analysis is based on the street façades. Basement floor and cihanüma are not 

determined through external survey. This information is only gathered if interior 

survey is applied to the building. Buildings height and number of storey is presented 

with maps and if the building has basement floor, cihannüma, or terrace it indicated 

with frame. 

3.1. Characteristics of Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 

According to cadastral pattern study as seen in Figure 62, there are 37 building bloks 

and 521 lots and 594 buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square’s near surrounding area. 8 

of the building blocks, 55 of the building lots and 47 of the buildings are within the 

boundaries of main study area. 1942 Cadastral Map of the city shows the former 

condition of the area and through its analysis, changes and order of the existing 

pattern can be understood. 

Investigation of the 1942 Cadastral Map showed that, lots in Ayvalık are small and 

rectangular form but in the south boundary of the settlement, the lots were bigger and 

there was no specific geometric shape that called orchrad. Buildings lots in Parmak 
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Çeşme are usually bigger than the rest of Ayvalık despite this; the buildings of 

Parmak Çeşme Square are smaller than general Ayvalık houses, they have 

comparatively bigger open spaces/courtyards, almost half of the lot used as open 

spaces. 

According to open built-up area study as seen in Figure 63, there are 547 buildings in 

Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area and 47 of these building in main 

study area.  

According to registration status study as seen in Figure 64, there are 35 registered 

lots in Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area and 1 of them is in main 

study area.  
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Figure 62: Cadastral Pattern of Site Area 
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Figure 63: Open Built-up Areas of Site Area 
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Figure 64: Registration Status of Site Area 
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3.1.1. Open and Built-up Areas in Parmak Çeşme Square and Its Surrounding  

Open Area Category is shown in Figure 71. In the light of the information, a large 

part of the open areas that defined by lot boundaries are open areas of private 

buildings as seen in Figure 65. The only public open area in study area is Aya Triada 

Church’s courtyard given in Figure 66. Also, the other information is that empty lots 

(Figure 67) used as vegetable garden are mostly located in forest boundary. 

When we look the open areas that are not defined by lot boundaries, they are mostly 

near the forest where the buildings are sparely scaltered.  

In main study area, open areas that defined by lot boundaries are mostly private 

buildings’ open areas. Only the area that is on the east of the Parmak Çeşme Square 

is open area of empty lots as seen in Figure 68. The main open area that does not 

defined by lot boundaries in the center of the study area is Parmak Çeşme Square 

(Figure 69), which has different platforms made with pavements. The areas that are 

raised with different materials to street pavement are not defined areas given in 

Figure 70.  

 

Figure 65: Examples of Open Areas of Private Building that Defined by Lot 

Boundaries 
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Figure 66: Aya Triada Church’s Courtyard (Open Areas of Public Building That 

Defined by Lot Boundaries ) 

 

Figure 67: Open Areas of Empty Lots that Defined by Lot Boundaries in Main 

Study Area. 
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Figure 68: Parmak Çeşme Square (that does not defined by lot boundaries) 

 

 

Figure 69: Not Defined Areas That Does not Defined by Lot Boundaries 
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Figure 70: Open Area Category 
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Use of Open Area is shown in Figure 75. In the light of the information gathered 

about the use of the public open areas, we can see that they are used either car park 

or play ground. For example, the northern and southern sides of the open spaces of 

Aya Triada Church are used as car park as seen in Figure 72. In the main study area, 

some sections of Parmak Çeşme Square are used as front garden of the buildings 

given in Figure 73. Most of the private open areas used as courtyard/garden. While 

three lots facing to the street are used for both car park and play ground as seen in 

Figure 74.  

When private open areas are examined, it is seen that most of them are courtyards or 

gardens. Orchards or vegetable gardens are located at the east of Parmak Çeşme 

Square.  

 

Figure 71: The public open area is used as car park in Aya Triada Church 

 

Figure 72: The public open area is used front garden in Parmak Çeşme Square 
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Figure 73: The private open area is used car park and play ground in Parmak Çeşme 

Square 
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Figure 74: Use of Open Area  
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According to characteristic of public spaces study as seen in Figure 77, the both 

study area is defined with traditional and new building and courtyard walls in vertical 

surface. Some building elements giving spatial contribution that are main entrance 

alcoves with stairs, balustrade, and shelter are seen in traditional buildings area and 

they are intense 13 Nisan Steet. In new buildings, there are open and close 

projections are seen only. In main study area, there are open projections, balustrades, 

and shelters. 

When the look the pavement of public areas, Ayvalık-İzmir road that is boundary of 

the area is asphalt, and the road that connect the area to Ayvalık-İzmir road are 

mostly traditional arnavut pavement and earth. The roads that near the forest are 

earth. Inside, there are big and small cube stone roads given in Figure 76.  

In main study, the pavement is big cube stone, only the areas that are not defined in 

open area category analysis is screed. 



120 
 

 

Figure 75: Pavement of Public Spaces 
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Figure 76: Characteristics of Public Spaces 
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Figure 77: Characteristics of Public Spaces 



123 
 

3.1.2. Built-up Areas in ParmakÇeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area  

According to building category study as seen in Figure 91, Aya Triada Church given 

in Figure 65 is the only church in the area built with traditional technique and 

material, 3 fountain built with traditional technique and material shown in Figure 79 

and one of them is Parmak Çeşme. There are 5 shops built with traditional technique 

and material given in Figure 80, 4 depots built with traditional technique and 

material shown in Figure 81 while 10 depots built with new technique and material 

shown in Figure 82. There are 357 houses built with traditional technique and 

material given in Figure 83, 106 houses built with new technique and material seen 

in Figure 84 while 28 disaster houses built with new technique and material signified 

in Figure 85. The number of annexes built traditional technique and material shown 

in Figure 86 is 25, while the new ones signified in Figure 87 are 52. There are 3 barn 

built with traditional technique and material seen in Figure 88 in Parmak Çeşme 

Square and near surrounding area. While there is only one newly built shop, under a 

house given in Figure 89. 

In main study area as seen in Figure 91, there is one fountain that is Parmak Çeşme. 

While there are 30 traditional houses, just 6 houses are newly built. There are 5 

traditional, 2 newly built annexes and 3 traditionally built barns.  

As seen in Figure 90, 66% of the buildings are built traditional technique and 

material. When we look at the Figure 90 and 91, it is seen that althought the number 

of buildings in each building category are not the same, the distribution of the 

building category is parallel in main study area with near surrounding area.  
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Figure 78: Fountains Built with Traditional Technique and Material 

 

Figure 79: Shops Built with Traditional Technique and Material 
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Figure 80: Depot Built with Traditional Technique and Material 

 

Figure 81: Depot Built with New Technique and Material 
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Figure 82: Houses Built with Traditional Technique and Material 

 

Figure 83: Houses Built with New Technique and Material 
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Figure 84: Disaster Houses Built with New Technique And Material 

 

Figure 85: Annexes Built New Technique And Material 
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Figure 86: Annexes Built New Technique And Material 

 

Figure 87: Barn Built with Traditional Technique and Material 
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Figure 88: Shop, Under a House Built with New Technique and Material 

 

Figure 89: Ratio of Building Category in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near 

Surrounding Area 
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Figure 90: Buıilding Category 
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According to current use study as seen in Figure 98, there are 387 houses seen in 

Figure 82, 83, and 84, 2 shops signified in Figure 92, 3 fountains shown in Figure 79, 

2 hostels given in Figure 93, 1 muhtar office seen in Figure 94, 104 empty buildings 

signified in Figure 80 and 95, and 61 annexes shown in Figure 86 and 87. Also, some 

buildings have more than one usage. There are 2 houses with a shop in ground floor 

shown in Figure 89 and 1 house with a depot given in Figure 95. There are 61 

annexes in the area and 5 of them used as depot, 3 annexes used as garage, 1 annex 

used as kitchen, 2 annexes used as bath, 6 annexes used as coop and 44 annexes is 

unknown. 

In main study area, there are 26 houses, 1 depot, 1 fountain, 9 empty buildings, and 9 

annexes. 2 of the annexes are depot, 1 of them is kitchen, 1 of them is bath, and 3 of 

them are coops. 

As seen in Figure 97, 69% of the buildings are house. When we look at the Figure 97 

and 98, it is seen that althought the number of buildings in each function are not the 

same, the distribution of the current use is parallel in main study area with near 

surrounding area.  

 

Figure 91: Shops in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 
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Figure 92: Hostels in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 

 

Figure 93: Muhtar Office in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 

 

Figure 94: Empty Buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 
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Figure 95: House with a depot in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area 

 

 

Figure 96: Ratio of Current Use of Buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near 

Surrounding Area 
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  Figure 97: Current Use of Buildings 
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According to constructional system study as seen in Figure 101, there are 139 stone 

masonry, 23 stone and brick masonry, 12 stone and briquette masonry, 16 stone 

masonry and timber frame, 1 stone masonry and concrete frame, 71 brick masonry, 

176 unidentified material masonry, 6 timber frame, 18 briquette masonry and 131 

concrete frame built in Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area (Figure 

100).  

As seen in Figure 99 (stone and concrete frame and brick masonry and timber frame 

are excluded), a great majority of buildings are built with masonry system.  

There is a similar situation when you look at the construction system in the main 

study area. There are 13 stone masonry, 3 stone and brick masonry, 2 stone and 

briquette masonry, 1 brick masonry, 20 unidentified masonry, and 8 concrete frame. 

As seen in the Figure 99, the main study area shows that the distribution of the 

construction system is parallel to the rest of the area, although the numbers vary. 

 

Figure 98: Ratio of Constructional System and Material 
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Figure 99: Constructional System and Material in Parmak Çeşme Square and Near 

Surrounding Area 
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Figure 100: Constructional System and Material 
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Structural Condition Analysis 

According to constructional system study as seen in Figure 108, 104 buildings are in 

good condition given in Figure 103, 249 buildings are in fair condition shown in 104, 

192 buildings are in medium condition signified with Figure 105, 34 buildings are in 

severe condition seen in Figure 106, and 16 buildings are in collapse condition 

shown in Figure 107 in Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area. 

As seen in the Figure 102, the majority of the buildings in the area is fair condition 

(42%). Subsequently, it was determined that the majority of the structures are 

medium condition (32%) and good condition (17%). The buildings in severe 

condition are 6% and buildings in collapse condition are 3%. In the area, buildings in 

good condition are in usually located at the periphery because of the newly built 

houses, but other ones distributed homogeneously in general. 

When we look at the structural condition only in main study area, there are 4 

buildings in good condition, 34 buildings in fair condition, 8 buildings in medium 

condition and 1 building in collapsed. As seen in Figure 102, the majority of the 

buildings in the main study area are in fair condition (72%), and this ratio is much 

higher in the main study area than near surroundings area. Subsequently, the 

buildings in medium condition are 17% followed as in the near surrounding area, but 

this time the rate is lower than the near surrounding area.  There is no building in 

severe condition in the main study area and the collapse condition (2%) and this rate 

is lower than the near surrounding area. 
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Figure 101: Ratio of Structural Condition 

 

 

Figure 102: The Building in Good Condition 



140 
 

 

Figure 103: The Building in Fair Condition 
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Figure 104: The Building in Medium Condition 
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Figure 105: The Building in Severe Condition 

 

Figure 106: The Building in Collapse Condition 
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Figure 107: Structural Condition 
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According to mass and façade change study as seen in Figure 114, 25 building are 

not changed is given in Figure 110, 102 building are partially changed shown in 

Figure 111, 143 buildings are severely changed signified with Figure 112, 154 

building are completely changed given in Figure 113, 7 building are restored seen in 

Figure 114, and 2 building are reconstructed shown in Figure 115 in Parmak Çeşme 

Square and near surrounding area. 161 buildings are not applicable for change 

analysis. 

As shown on graphic given in Figure 109 (excluding the restored and reconstructed 

buildings), most of the buildings are completely changed (36%) and several changed 

(34%). 245 of the buildings are partially changed, and 6% of the buildings are not 

changed. 

In main study area, 26 buildings are partially changed, 4 buildings are severely 

changed, and 9 buildings are changed. 8 buildings are not applicable for change 

analysis. In main study area, most of the buildings are partially changed (67%) 

different than near surrounding area. 23% of the buildings are changed, and 10% of 

the buildings are severely changed. There is no not changed building in main study 

area as seen in Figure 116. 

 

Figure 108:  The Ratio of Mass and Facade Changed of Traditional Buildings 
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Figure 109: Building is Not Changed 

 

Figure 110: Building is Partially Changed 
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Figure 111: Building is Severely Changed 
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Figure 112: Building is Completely Changed 

 

Figure 113: Building is Restored 
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Figure 114: Building is Reconstructed 
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Figure 115: Mass and Facade Changes of Traditional Buildings 
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According to building height and number of storey study as seen in Figure 121,  594 

buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area have 246 one storey 

shown in Figure 118, 296 two stories given in Figure 119, 9 three stories seen in 

Figure 120. There are also 1 building is one storey with terrace, 9 buildings are two 

stories with basement, 30 buildings are two stories with terrace and 1 building is two 

stories with cihannüma. As shown in the graphic (one storey with terraced, two 

stories with cihannüma and Aya Triada Church are excluded) given in Figure 117 the 

majority of the area is two and one storey. The highest building in the area is the Aya 

Triada Church (about 10.5 m high) and the buildings are not more than 3 floors. 

While floor heights are spreading uniformly in the area, it has been determined that 

single-storey houses are some of them are disaster houses are very large and 3-storey 

houses are new buildings.  

When only the main study area is examined, it is observed that 22 buildings have one 

storey, 21 buildings have two storey high and 4 buildings have two storey high with 

terraces. There are no 3 storey high buildings in the area.  As shown in the graphic 

given in Figure 117, in terms of floor high, the main study area resembles with the 

near surrounding area.  

 

Figure 116: The Ratio of Building Height and Number of Storey 
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Figure 117: Building Have One Story 

 

 

Figure 118: Building have Two Stories 
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Figure 119: Building Have Three Stories 
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Figure 120: Building Height and Number of Storey 
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3.2. Case Study: Near Surroundings of Parmak Çeşme Square  

In this section, it is aimed to understand the characteristics of the Parmak Çeşme 

Square and the results of the examinations and analysis are presented. 

3.2.1. Open and Built-up Areas  

Open Areas 

Open spaces in the main study area; Parmak Çeşme Square and the streets (Mesadet 

Street, Kenar Street, Parmak Çeşme Street, Parmak Çeşme street 1st alley and 

Parmak Çeşme passage), as well as the empty area whose block number is 645 and 

lot numbers are 50,51,52 and the courtyards/gardens of the buildings seen in Figure 

122. 

 

Figure 121: Boundary of Main Study Area 

Parmak Çeşme Square is a public open area not defined with lot boundries. The 

square-formed square is defined by the pavementr in horizontal plane, the courtyard 

walls on one side and adjacent buildings facades on three sides in the vertical plane. 

Apart from the horizontal and vertical planes that define the square, the architectural 

elements in the area also contribute the square spatialy, and the most important one 

of these elements is the Parmak Çeşme fountain itself. 
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The square has a width of approximately 30mx19m and an level differences between 

upper and lower parts of the square is 1,9 m and a slope of 6,5% in the southwest-

northeast direction. 

The pavement consists of large cube stones commonly used in Ayvalık. But there are 

levels that are different from the square by being raised in front of the houses. Even 

though, the heights of these areas vary widely, they are averagely 30 cm higher than 

the square, and they vary from building to building in terms of material. Material in 

front of houses with the building number of 1, 2, 5, 6 is screed, in the front of houses 

with the building number of 4 and 45 is ceramic flor tiles. In case of house with the 

number of 44, the situation is different. The open space in front of the door of the 

houses is surrounded by a stone wall, thus this public area is thansformed to a private 

courtyard. Usage of the open space, which is the front garden of the house is quite 

extraordinary from the uses of the other section of the square disredarding its 

integrity and unity. 

The pavement of the square is not in good condition, material loss are seen and 

plantings and soil deposits are visible. The deterioration is seen on the pavement of 

the Parmak Çeşme Street and Mesadet Street due to the fact that the infrastructure 

works. Again, there are sand and debris deposits in the passage from the streets to the 

square. The deposits and planting are also seen intensely near the Parmak Çeşme. In 

front of the the eastern wall of the fountain is covered with biological organisms, 

there are stone deposits in front of the northern wall (Figure 133).  

Another component which defines the square beside the pavement is the building 

facades that limits the square from 3 sites. Traditional and new building facades of 

adjacent houses in the northern, western and south directions define the Parmak 

Çeşme Square in the vertical direction and garden wall defines it in the eastern 

direction (Figure 77). Although the proportions of the buildings that make up the 

area differ in some parts, they are in harmony with the facade organization. 

However, the illegal garden walls (the garden walls of the 44th building), which 

overrule the square, disturb the harmony of the area and the facades. 
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A other elements that constitutes the square are the building materials and street 

furnitures that contribute the quality of the square. Building elements are balconies, 

and shelters. The main entrance alcoves with staircases, closed projection and 

‘sardunyalık’ which can be seen generally in Ayvalık are not seen in Parmak Çeşme 

Square. 

Parmak Çeşme which gives its name to the square is the most important street 

element in Parmak Çeşme Square. Periodically (in the summer months) water cuts 

can be seen in the area, it meets the water need of the region and strengthens the 

emphasis of the square. The fountain with the dimension of 1.95m x 2.45m and 

height of 1.90 m, made by brick in 3 facades, and made by stone and brick in front 

facade. This stone-tied fountain’s roof is made of concrete.  

Today, the fountain is neglected. The Parmak Çeşme is buried due to the slope of the 

square, and this situation hurts the perception and emphasis of the fountain. As 

mentioned before, there are various deteriorations such as deposits and biological 

organism around this fountain. There is loss of mortar on all facades, growth of 

microbiological organism on the front facade, and graphites on the eastern and 

southern facades of the fountain.  
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There is a plastic pipe in the place where the broken faucet is. According to the field 

surveys, it was observed that the water drainage of the fountain was clogged because 

of the filth and scum that was dominant throughout the square, and thus the water of 

the fountain was flooded on the street (Figure 124). 

 

Figure 123:Parmak Çeşme 

When the use of the square was observed, it was found that the various parts of the 

square were used by different users for different purposes and the usage of it was 

changed during the day and year. 

It seems that the fronts of the buildings that rised areas are generally used by 

housewives for social purposes. During the day, housewives use the square by sitting 

in front of the door. The rest of the square and empty lots that next to is used as car 

parking by residents and as a playground by children. The employed inhabitants of 

the building use the square as a route to go to work. Parmak Çeşme and surroundings 

are the common use of all residents of the square (Figure 125, 126, 127). 

When the daily use of the squares was observed (April 2017), it is seen that residents 

who are not actively using the square in the morning hours (8 am-12 pm), are only 

used the square as a route for working and visiting the city center. At noon (12 p.m.-

4 p.m.), it was observed that housewives used the front doors. It is also observed that 
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the density increases when you look at the use of the square after lunch(4 p.m.-8 

p.m.). Besides housewives who uses the front doors, children also use the square for 

playing. In this period when also represent the end of working hours, square is also 

used as a route for the employed inhabitants who come to their houses at the same 

time. Parmak Çeşme is shared by all residents who have their private courtyards or 

open spaces at noon and after lunch. While adults take water to their homes, children 

use the water element for their games. In the evening (8 p.m.-8 a.m.) the square is not 

actively used (Figure 128). 

Regarding the seasonal use of the Parmak Çeşme Square, it was observed that the 

square was actively used by all user profiles during the spring and summer months. 

With the closure of the schools, the usage rate of the square is increasing during 

summer. In the winter months, the women sitting in front of the door and the children 

playing games do not use the square because of the weather conditions. The square is 

mostly used as a route to work, to go to the shops and city centre. Even though its 

usage and density vary, Parmak Çeşme is used in four seasons (Figure129). 

The change of shadows in the square was observed during the day (in April). Which 

part of the square is in the shadow at which time of the day and all the areas under 

the shadows during the day and the ones exposed to sun is shown in Figure 130. 
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Figure 124:Usage of Streets and Square 



162 
 

 

Figure 125:The Areas of Children and Vehicles in the Square (3D Images) 
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Figure 126:The Vehicles in the Square 
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Figure 127:Daily Usage of Square 
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Figure 128:Seasonal Usage of Square 
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Figure 129: Change of Shadow in Day 
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Other open spaces in the main area are the streets. The streets that defined the square 

are also furnished with large cube stones like the square. As mentioned in the 

explanation of the square, it is seen that the pavement of Parmak Çeşme Street and 

Mesadet street are ruined by the reason of infrastructure works. Again, there are sand 

and debris deposits and biological organization in the passage from the streets to the 

square (Figure 133). Considering the usage intensity of the streets, it is seen that the 

main street that provides access to Parmak Çeşme Square is Parmak Çeşme Street. 

Parmak Çeşme Street, which is actively used by vehicles and pedestrians, is 

considered one of the city entrance. Mesadet Street and Kenar Street in the area are 

roads with medium-density. Parmak Çeşme Passage and Parmak Çeşmen street 1. 

Alley are the streets with low intensity (Figure 125). 

Beside the architectural elemets that giving to square the spatial contribution, there 

are also closed projection and ‘sardunyalık’ in the streets. When street furnitures are 

observed, electricity poles and garbage containers can be seen (Figure 77). 

In the main area, beside the open areas not defined by lot boundries such as the 

Parmak Çeşme Square and the streets, there are open areas defined by lot boundiries. 

The space whose block number is 644 and lot numbers are 50, 51, 52 is one of these 

open spaces. The open area, which does not have any structure on it, is used today as 

a car park and playground for children. The pavement of this area is soil. This open 

area is bordered by the courtyard wall of the neighboring lots in the northeast and 

southeast direction, but there is no border between the street which is at the 

northwestern and southwestern directions. This area is higher Parmak Çeşme Street 

which is at southwest direction. It is separated from the street only by the level 

difference and the pavement difference at the south-west direction, and by the 

pavement difference at the north-west direction. 

The rest of the open areas defined by lot boundires in main area are open areas for 

private buildings such as the gardens and courtyards. When it is compared to Ayvalik 

in general, the ratio of the open areas for private buildings is high and the dimensions 

of these open areas are bigger than the rest of Ayvalık (METU Graduate Program in 

Conservation of Cultural Heritage, 2015-2016 Spring Semester Studio Work that 

name is “Conservation and Management Plan for 13 Nisan Street and Near 
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Surounding of Agia Triada Church in Ayvalık”). One of the reasons for this is the 

change in the form and size of the small and rectangular shaped lots layout seen in 

Ayvalık in general as the city reaches the southern border. Another reason is that 

building owners take neighboring lots and use them as courtyards/garden. The 

building with the number of 10 used to be on the 5th block, 15th lot. When 5th block 

16th parcel was inherited, remaing from addition buiding which was built on the 16th 

lot is used as a garden. In the same way, the building with the number of 19 which sit 

the lot totaly on 6th block 36th lot and the open area that 6th block, 37th, 45th and 

46th lots are used as a garden by building 19. The building with the number of 36 

which sit totaly on the 565th block and 36th lot and the addition was built in 10th lot 

and remaing from addition buildings whose building no 35 and 37 in 10th lot is used 

as garden by building 36. As far as the use of the gardens and courtyards are 

concerned, it is seen that they can be used as a barn or depot. Although there is no 

open area building with the number of 11 (5th block 10th and 11th lots), building 

with the number of 43 (61rd block 8th and 9th lots) and building with the number of 

48 (61st block 2nd and 3rd lots) but these buildings sits on a multiple lots (Figure 

131). 
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Figure 130: Blocks and Lots of Parmak Çeşme Square 
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Built-up Areas 

When the built-up areas of the Parmak Çeşme Square are observed; it is seen that the 

area has a traditional texture composed of residential buildings. In the main study 

area, there is a fountain built with traditional technique and material, 30 houses are 

built traditional technique and material, 6 houses are built new technique and 

materials, 5 annex are built traditional techniques and material, 2 annex is built new 

technique and material and 3 barn is built traditional technique and material. This 

diversity spreads homogeneously over the area and reflects the character of the area. 

Today, however, the diversity in the current use of these buildings has diminished. 

While the vast majority of the houses are functioning, buildings with the number of 

1, 30, 31, 38, 42 and 43 are not used. The shop building with the number of 20 is 

built traditional technique and material is now used as a coop. In this buildings, 

pigeons are feed. The barn with the number of 21 is built traditional technique and 

material is used today as a depot. There are 26 houses, 1 fountain, 1 depot and 9 

annexs in the main study area. 2 of the annexs are used as depot, 1 is kitchen, 1 is 

bathroom and 3 are used as coop. 9 buildings in the area are not used. 

Most of the buildings in the ares are made by masonry system and they are plastered. 

For this reason, in the work done in the field, the material of the masonry buildings 

could not be determined. The material of the buildings that have been poured out and 

the material of the buildings, which has been exposed, has been determined. It has 

been observed that the masonry buildings, the material were determined were mostly 

Stone. It is seen that the wall thickness of the stone masonry is about 50 cm and that 

the body walls of adjacent arrangements like Ayvalık's rest are common. The wall 

thickness was found to be thinner (approximately 20 cm) in upper floor on stone 

masonry +brick masonry buildings. 

Based on observations in the buildings that were entered into, the participation walls 

are brick and have been found to be about 20 cm in thickness or about 10 cm thick in 

the bağdadi wall. When the construction system and the materials of the all buildings 

are examined, 13 stone masonry, 3 stone and briquette masonry, 2 stone and 

briquette masonry, 1 brick masonry, 20 unidentified material masonry and 8 concrete 
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frame were found. Most of the structures in the study area are plastered and painted 

as it was mentioned before. Only the buildings with the number of 20, 21, 30, 31 and 

the buildings’ with the number of 33 and 36 side facade has unplastered. House with 

the number of 9 is covered with stone. The house with the number of 10 is covered 

with ceramic till the sub basement level. The rest of the buildings are plastered and 

painted, while the paint colors vary. 

The roofs of the buildings are the gable roofs since the buildings are adjacent to each 

other, and the hipped roofs that do not have contiguous statues. The roofs are 

covered with alaturka or marseilles tiles. 

When we look at the condition of the structures in the main study area, it seems that 

they are in good condition. In the main study area, 4 buildings are in good condition, 

34 buildings are in fair condition, 8 buildings are in medium condition and 1 building 

(building no. 38) is collapse. Buildings generally have no structural problem (apart 

from building with the number of 38, the roof of this building has been collapsed), 

and in some cases only deformations that could lead to structural problem in the 

future have been identified. The remaining deteriorations are surface deteriorations. 

In general, deterioration in the area has been examined in two categories. These are 

the ones with structural problems and material deterioration, and material 

deterioration is subdivided into cracks, material losses, discoloration and deposits, 

and biologic colonizations (Figure 132), and the distribution in the area is shown in 

Figures 133, 134 and 135. 
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Figure 131: Deterioration Legend of the Parmak Çeşme Square’s Buildings 
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Figure 132:Deteriorations of the Pavement 
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Figure 133:  Deteriorations of the Building Facades 
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Figure 134: Deteriorations of Parmak Çeşme 
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When we look at the building height and number of storey, it is seen that most 

buildings in the area are two storeys and the average height of the area is 5.50 

meters. The highest building in the vicinity is 7.20 m high, and the lowest building is 

2.80 m high. The scale of the square and the heights of the surrounding buildings, 

that is the ratio of the square and its periphery, are important factors affecting the 

formation of the square (Önder et al., 2002, p: 102). The buildings that make up the 

Parmak Çeşme Square are in harmony with each other in height. Two-storey 

buildings do not crush the one-storey buildings between them. The height of the 

facades forming the square is proportional to the dimensions of the square, so the 

sensation of open space in this square can be felt easily. 

The plan and facade organization of the buildings that forms Parmak Çeşme Square 

are similar to each other and with the other buildings in Ayvalık. As mentioned 

earlier, even though the facade and plan organizations of traditional Ayvalık houses 

are based on some of the different factors within themselves, they are in harmony 

with each other. And they are based on the proportions and measures of the 

buildings, the location of the entrances and the directions of the circulation. 

When the widths of the buildings are examined; according to 2.1. Architectural and 

Historic Characteristics of Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces, traditional buildings that 

give the square its façade with the number of 6,7,8,9,18 and 19 are considered group 

A, and the buildings with the number of 36 is considered group C. When you look at 

their heights; the height of structures with the number of 6, 7, 8, 9, 18, 19 from group 

A and the height of structure with the number 36 from group C, was two-storey 

height (2Y) and varied from 4.8 meters to 6.8 meters. It is seen that the height of the 

buildings from group C with the number of 10 and 41 is one-storey height (Y) and 

between 2.4 and 3.4 meters and it is below the standards of traditional Ayvalık 

housing. As it is mentioned in the 2.1. Architectural and Historic Characteristics of 

Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces section, there is no single-storey traditional Ayvalik 

housing. The reason why these examples do not consist with traditional Ayvalık 

residential properties is the mass changes they have experienced. While the building 

with the number of 10 is originally half the width of the current width and is a 

building that enters group A with the two-storey, it got out of traditional Ayvalık 

housing measures by the demolition of the upper floor and making the additional part 
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to the side. In the same way, it is thought that the building with the number of 41 is 

two-storey building in its authentic form and it enters into the group C. So it is not 

suitable for the traditional Ayvalık residence texture in today’s conditions. 

When looking the location of the entrance of the buildings, it can be seen that the 

entrance of buildings with the number of 6,7,8,9,18 and 19 is in one side of the 

facade, and entrance of the buildings with the number of 10, 36 and 41 is in the 

middele of the facade. This indicates that, the entrances of group A buildings are in 

one side of the facade, the entrances of group C buildings are in the middle of the 

facade and this is the characteristic of the traditional Ayvalik residence. 

The buildings whose inside can be examined in the arena are the buildings with the 

number of 8, 9, 10, 19 and 36 and based on these buildings, it is seen that the 

circulation directions of group A buildings with the number of 8,9,19 are changed, 

the circulation direction of group C buildings with the number of 10 is not changed, 

and the circulation direction of the structure with the number of 36 is changed. 

When all these parameters are examined together; it can be said that the entrances of 

the entire group A buildings in the area are in one side of the facades and that their 

circulations are changed. As for it can be said that the entrances of the group C are in 

the middle of the facade and change of circulation direction is vary. 

 

  



178 
 

 

Figure 135: Plan and Facade Typology in Parmak Çeşme Square 
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Figure 136:Plan and Facade Typology in Parmak Çeşme Square 
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Table 1: Plan and Facade Typology in Parmak Çeşme 

 

As it mentioned in chapter 2.1. Architectural and Historic Characteristics of Ayvalık 

and Its Open Spaces, it is seen that the entrance of group A buildings with the 

number of 8, 9 and 19 which have been entered is in one side of the facade, the 

ground floors are used for the common areas such as the living room and the kitchen. 

Just like in the building with the number of 8, the open kitchen and the living room 

can be combined. Just like in the buildings with the number of 9 and 19, the living 

room at the entrance can be separated from the kitchen. When the stairs across the 

door is reached to the first floor and because of the narrowness of the facades there 

are only two rooms in front and the back facades because of the form of the building. 

Therefore, the direction of the circulation changes in order to be able to access to this 

room. Upper floor does not have more than two rooms at this size of buildings and 

these rooms are used for more specific purposes like bedrooms. Originally, 

bathrooms and toilets located under the staircase but now they are in the courtyards 

and accessed directly from the building. In the structures with the number of 9 and 

19, bathrooms and toilets constructed as an annex to the courtyard and are accessed 
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from the kitchen. In the house with the number of 8, one of the room on the upper 

floor has been converted into a bathroom and toilet which is a different form 

compared to the Ayvalik residences. 

It has been seen that there are similarities the traditional houses of Ayvalık with the 

group C buildings. As in the other houses in Ayvalik, entrance of the group C 

buildings in the area are also in the middle of the facades and the rooms located on 

both sides of the entrance depending on the the width of the facade. In the traditional 

Ayvalık residential buildings, there are service spaces on the ground floor of the 

Group C buildings and more private places located on the upper floor. As group C 

buildings have only single storey, all private and service areas are in the same space 

in the ground floor. The house with the number of 10 originally belongs to group A 

and the organization chart of the original volume of the building is similar with the 

other group A buildings. The original entrance located on the one side of the façade 

but with the adjacent additional mass, the entrance is center of the building today. 

During this change, the stair was destroyed and turned the circulation area. In 

original, the ground floor of the building was used as a living room and a kitchen 

area. The bathroom was made as an addition to the courtyard and is accessible from 

the kitchen. The additional mass that is next to the circulation area is divided into 

two rooms and used for more specific purposes. This traditional group A building 

has been transformed into a group C building by destruction of the upper floor and 

addition of a mass next to it. When we look at the building numbered 36, which 

originally shows the characteristics of the group C, it is seen that the circulation 

space does not change like in the traditional C group building and the spaces are 

located on both sides of the entrance. Originally, there is a kitchen on the right side, a 

room, toilet and bath on the left side of the circulation space in the ground floor. 

Unlike the traditional Ayvalık building sizes, the width of this building is more than 

its depth. For this reason, the staircase reached the back facade of the building. 

Therefore, the direction of the circulation changes. Unlike the other group C 

buildings in Ayvalık, the volume faces to the front facade of this building and there 

is no room which is facing the back facade. In this aspect, building with the number 

of 36 has the value of uniqueness. 
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Based on these; the plan organization of the group A buildings, where the main 

entrances located on one side of the facade are 6,7 and 19, which gives a facade to 

the square but can not be surveyed from the interior, can be predicted. On the ground 

floor of these buildings are thought to be more common places such as living room 

and kitchen. These spaces may be separated (like buildings with the number of 9 and 

19) or composed. It is also possible to have a living room with open kitchen (like 

building with the number of 8). It is believed that the bathrooms are in the courtyard 

and accessible from the kitchen because it was like this in the other examined 

examples. The staircase that is located at the back of the door reaches the upper floor 

and the direction of the circulation may change since the facade is not very wide. 

And it is thought that there are rooms on both sides of the circulation (front and 

back) and these rooms are assigned to more special uses. 

When it is looked at the facade features with the plan features of buildings; it is seen 

that the group A buildings have the entrance doors on one side of the facade due to 

the narrowness of the entrance and there are window openings beside the entrance 

door. On the upper floors, there is a second window opening instead of the entrance 

door.  

When looking at the Parmak Çeşme Square in line of this information, it has been 

seen that the majority of the group a buildings fit into the facade organization of the 

other group A buildings in Ayvalık. The only opening on the top floor of building 

with the number of 19 disrupts the facade organization.  

In the case of group C buildings, the entrance opening can be at the one side of the 

facade, but there are many cases where it is in the middle. And depending on the 

width of the facade, the number of openings on the side of the structure increases. On 

the upper floors, it is seen that there are windows in the direction of the window 

openings of the ground floor and sometimes there is a window opening on the doors. 

When you look at the facades of the group C on Parmak Çeşme Square, the front 

facade of the house with the number of 36 conforms to the facade organization of the 

traditional residential building in Ayvalık, but this facade does not look at the 

Parmak Çeşme Square. The side and back facades which face the square are not as 

rich as the front facade as the facade organization. There is an open balcony at the 

intersection of the sides and the back facades of the building. There is no other 
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opening on the side wall of the building. There are three window openings on the 

ground floor at the back of the building. Two of these are the additional volume and 

the other window opening in the original mass of the structure is originally a door 

opening. There is only one window opening on the upper floor. Also the back facade 

of the building is surrounded with the courtyard wall. In terms of the width of the 

building, houses with the number of 10 and 41, which belong to group C in the area, 

are massively changed, so this group can not show the local facade characteristics. In 

addition, the front garden wall of the building with the number of 41 closes the 

facade of the building in great measure and disrupts the layout of the facade. 

When the traditional shop with the number of 20 in the area is examined, it is 

observed that this shop is different from the traditional Ayvalık shops. While one of 

the most important characteristics of traditional shop is that the number and 

dimention of the openings are much more than the residential buildings, but the 

opening rates in this structure are not more than any house’s. The openings on the 

facade facing square are closed but the traces are clear. At one side of facade, there is 

a door opening with dimensions of 80x250 cm with a depressed arch. Lower part of 

this door opening is covered with stones and turned into a window. And then the 

window opening is closed with brick. Beside the door, there is a window with 

dimensions 80x150 cm with a depressed arch. This building is rectangular and has a 

short facade facing the Parmak Çeşme Meydanı and a long facade facing the side 

street. In the middle of the long facade facing the street, there is a door with a 

depressed arch and two windows with dimensions of 80x150 cm with depressed arch 

on both sides. The second door (mağaza door) on the front side, which determines 

the character in the traditional Ayvalık housing, was not found in the study area. 

In Ayvalik houses, the entrance doors are in an alcove with stairs. In traditional 

houses of Parmak Çeşme, doors are different, they are narrower alcoves compared to 

other Ayvalık buildings. Not all buildings have staircases, but the staircases are not 

found in the niches, they are over flowing to the square. These steps are one of the 

elements forming the character of the square as mentioned before. As mentioned in 

the chapter titled 2.1. Architectural and Historic Characteristics of Ayvalık and Its 

Open Spaces section, the main entrance that provide access to the building  in the 

traditional houses in Ayvalık have depressed or semi circular arched or rectangular 
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form, and many of the doors have stone door frames. Apart from the stone door 

frames, there are examples of door frames which are shaped with plaster. When the 

houses that constitute the Parmak Çeşme Square are examined, the doors of these 

building are rectangular and none of them have door frames except for the house 

with the number of 36. Only the doors of houses with the number of 7, 8, 9, and 18 

have been tried to be brought forward by paint. The main entrance door of building 

with the number of 36 is semi-circular arhed and it has a stone covered door frame, 

but this main entrance door faces Mesadet Street rather than the square. There is a 

rectangular shaped back door on the direction of Parmak Çeşme Square but it is not 

possible to see this door because of the courtyard walls. 

When you look at the windows of the buildings that constitute the Parmak Çeşme 

Square, it seems that they have similar features in the area. The window openings of 

all the buildings have a rectangular form. Looking at the ground floor windows of the 

buildings, the windows of the houses with the number of 6, 7, 9, 10, 18, 19 and 36 

(only 1 window) have wider window openings than it should have. On the upper 

floors, the size of window opening is more protected. Upper floor windows of the 

structure 18 are wider than general like ground floor. In building with the number of 

19, there is only one window where there should be two. And the width of this 

window is wider than the standard size. The window proportions of the new 

buildings are in harmony with the traditional buildings.  

New buildings, which have bigger than traditional structures about mass, have been 

tried to adapt to the traditional texture in the facade organization with window size 

and distribution. All the windows in the area are without window frame. The 

‘sardunyalık’ and the fence which are seen on the ground and first floors of the 

traditional Ayvalik houses are also seen here. There are the ‘sardunyalık’ at only two 

windows of the house with the number of 36 on the ground floor of the front façade 

which is facing Mesadet Sokak. There are fence on the all floor at the buildings with 

the number of 8 and 9, and on ground floor at the buildings with the number of 11, 

18, 19, 36 and 45. There are no shutters on any windows in the main area. However, 

traces of shutters were seen on the 2nd floor of the front facade of the building with 

the number of 36. 
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There is no close projection in the area at all. The new buildings and the traditional 

building with the number of 36 have balconies. The balcony at building with the 

number of 36 is a little different from the traditional Ayvalik houses. In other houses 

in Ayvalik, while the balconies go out, in this example the balcony located in the 

corner is inside the building area of the building. 

There are shelters on buildings with the number of 9 and 10 in the main area. In 

building with the number of 10, the shelter covers only the top of the door, while in 

building with the number of 9, it is over the whole facade. These shelters, which 

were made in later period, are elements giving to square spatial contribution. 

Looking at the architectural elements inside the buildings, it is very difficult to find 

original architectural elements. No buildings in the area which was entered in had an 

ikona shelf. There is a shelf in building with the number of 19, but it is thought that 

this shelf is not an ikona shelf, because it is in a general space, not in the direction of 

circulation, and is bigger than the other examples. The authentic architectural 

elements of the area are the wooden door of the house with the number of 36, which 

is a two-winged wooden door with a depressed arch and it passes through the 1st 

floor of the staircase, the rectangular wooden window with two wings facing the 

circulation on both room in first floor, a wooden cupboard and a wooden cupboard in 

the house with the number of 19 given in Figure 138. 
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Figure 137: Architectural Elements in Parmak Çeşme Square 
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While analyzing the changes in traditional buildings, the changes in mass and facade, 

the changes inside the structures and the change of the architectural element have 

been analyzed.  

First of all, mass changes have been looked at. As mentioned before, various mass 

additions and removes have been observed in the buildings, and these mass changes 

have directly affected the plan and facade organization of the buildings. The most 

common change seen on the buildings is the additions of mass to the courtyards. 

These additions may be on the facade facing the square or behind the facade facing 

the square and may not be perceived.  

In buildings with the numbers of 6, 9 and 19 mass were added to the courtyard, 

behind the building. These mass additions are used by annexes for kitchen and 

bathroom and they do not disrupt the facade organization. These additions, which do 

not disturb the circulation of the buildings, are made accessible to the parts through 

the openings from the back facade. Additions have also been added to the buildings 

with the number of 18 and 36, but these additions can be seen on the facade and 

affect the facade organizations. In buildings with the number of 18, the additions that 

is adjacent the main buildings is disrupted the façade organization. Since this 

building is not entered, the plan is not exactly known, but it is thought that this 

volume, which is used as a bathroom, is entered through a opening from the living 

room. 

Building 36 has more than one mass addition in its courtyard. There is no direct 

access to mass, which is added to the building with the number of 27 is used as an 

annex for depot. This volume, which works like a separate buildings rather than an 

addition, harm neither the facade organization nor the plan organization. The volume 

with the number of 35 added to the back of the building is used as kitchen and 

bathroom just like the buildings with the number of 6, 9 and 19 and it is reached 

from the living room. These additions which do not change the direction of 

circulation, affect the organization of the facade.  

In building with the number of 10, addition has been added to both the front facade 

that faces the square and back courtyard. In addition, there was a mass loss due to the 

collapse of the top floor of building with the number of 10. These two conditions 

have changed both the facade and the plan organization. The proportion of the 
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buildings has changed from traditional housing type to mass changes. The addition to 

the side of the building is given functions on the upper floor and this volume is used 

as a sitting room and a bedroom. The mass added to the courtyard is reached through 

the opening in the back wall of the building and is used as a bathroom. While the 

linear circulation in the near of the building serves to one side, with mass changes, it 

starts to stand in the center of the structure and it starts to serve to both sides. In the 

case of building with the number of 41, it is estimated that the top floor is destroyed 

(Figure 139,140). 

Looking at the changes except the mass changes in the facade, it is seen that there are 

some changes in the window dimensions. Window openings on the ground floors of 

buildings with the numbers of 6, 7,9,10 and 36 (only 1 window) have been enlarged. 

The entire window opening of building with the number of 18 has been enlarged. In 

the building with the number of 19, the window width on the ground floor was 

enlarged, the two windows on the upper floor were closed and a larger window was 

opened in the middle (Figure 140). 

Architectural elements are much more affected by change. Excluding ‘Sardunyalık’  

the facade elements of the building numbered 36, the architectural elements inside 

the buildings such as the two wooden doors, the wooden windows and the wooden 

cupboard  in building numbered 36 and shelf and wooden cupboard in building 

numbered 19, all architectural elements were changed. 
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Figure 138: Change of Mass in Parmak Çeşme Squarein Plan 
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Figure 139: Change of Mass in Parmak Çeşme Square in Facades 
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Detailed Analysis of Buildings  

The buldings with the number of 8, 9, 10, and 36 is observed in inside and  analysed 

more detailed. 

Building 1: 

General Information 

First building is numbered 8 that block number is 5 and lot number is 18 in Parmak 

Çeşme Square. The building does not cover of the lot, there is a courtyard back to the 

building. The building is not registered. The building is constructed as a house and it 

is stil used as a house. 

The building has two story high and aproximately 7,1 meter height. There is no open 

or close projection on the facade. The roof is gable and covered with Marsilya tiles. 

The windows in front facade are timber with two wings and there are metal fences 

that painted white in front of the windows. The entrance door is wood with single 

wing. 

There are two spaces in ground floor and first floor and one space in courtyard. The 

entrance door that is 95x230 cm opens to the space G01. There is a wood staircase 

that reaches the first floor in front of the entrance door. There is a space that coded 

G02 south of the G01. There is no physical boundary between G01 and G02, they are 

seperated according to function. There is a window that is 65x120 cm near the 

entrance door in north facade of the G01 and this window that looks the square is 

wood with two wings. 

There is wooden window with two wings that is 65x120 cm and wood door with 

single wing that is 65x230 cm in south facade of the G02 and they look the 

courtyard. There is a fire place that is 80x120 cm in easth facade of the G02. 

The wood door with single wing that is 65x230 cm in south facade of the G02 is 

opened the courtyard. There is a tree in the south west corner of the courtyard and a 

wood door with double wings that is 150x150 cm in the north east of the courtyard is 

open the space that called C1. 
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The wooden stair that is in front of the entrance door in G01 reaches the space that 

called F01 in first floor. The staircase consists of thirteen steps with L shape. F01 

look the square and there are two wooden windows with double wings that are 

65x120 cm in north facade of the F01 and they look the square. There is the wooden 

sliding door that is 50x230 cm in north facade and it is reach the space that called 

F02. 

The partition wall that is 10 cm thickness is perpendicular the west facade of the F02 

and thanks to the partition wall, the F02 is segregated. There are two white painted 

wooden doors with double wings that are 65x120 cm in south facade of the F02 and 

these windows look the the courtyard.  

Current Use 

In gorund floor, G01 is used as a living room, G02 is used as a kitchen. In courtyard, 

C01 is used as a storage room. In first floor, F01 is used as a bedroom, F02 is used as 

a toilet and bathroom. In F02, the seperated space by the partition wall that is the 

right at the entrance of the F02 is used as bathroom and the rest of the space is also 

used as toilet. 

Construction System and Material  

 Walls: 

o Ground Floor: G01, G02 is masonry stone wall (about 50 cm) with 

white painted and C01 is masonry Stone wall (about 50 cm) with blue 

painted. 

o First Floor: The exterior walls are masonry stone walls (about 50 cm) 

with plastered and white painted and participation walls are brick 

walls (about 10 cm) with white painted. 

 Floor Covering: 

o Ground Floor: Ceramic. 

o First Floor: Timber covering. 

 Ceiling Covering: 

o Ground Floor: Timber beams with white painted in G01 ve G02. 

Reinforced concrete with plastered and white painted in C01. 
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o First Floor: Reinforced concrete with plastered and white painted. 

 Roof 

o Marsilya tile over the timber frame. 

Changes 

The original toilet was in courtyard, but today F01 that was a room is used as toilet.  

 Floor Covering: 

o Ground Floor: The ceramic cover was floored later period in G01, 

G02, and courtyard. 

 First Floor: The timber covering in F01 and F02 is not authentic, it was 

altered. 

 Ceiling Covering: 

o Ground Floor: Ceiling covering in G01 and G02 is not authentic, it 

was altered. 

o First Floor: Ceiling covering in F01 and F02 is not authentic, it was 

altered. 

o  

 Roof 

o Roof is not authentic, it was altered. 

 Architectural Elements: 

o The fire place is authentic in west wall in G02, but other architectural 

elements are not authentic, they were altered. 

Condition 

 Stuructural condition 

o The structural condition is good; there is no structural problem in the 

building. 

 Material condition 

o There is no material problem in the building. 

Sanitary Condition 
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The sanitary condition is good. In ground floor, the dimention of open kitchen is 

adequate today’s requirements. In first floor, the dimention of bathroom that is a 

room its original is also adequate today’s requirements, also it is bigger that the 

avarage bathroom dimentions in Ayvalık.  

The finishing condition of bathroom and kitchen is good. Electric, water and 

ventilation installations are complete, so there is no intervention is needed. 
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Figure 140: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S1) 
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Figure 141:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S1) 
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Figure 142: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S1) 
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Building 2: 

General Information 

Second building is numbered 9 that block number is 5 and lot number is 17 in 

Parmak Çeşme Square. The building do not sit the all of the lot, there is courtyard 

back to the building. The building is not registered. The building is constructed for 

residential purposes and it is stil used for residential purposes. 

The building has two stoeries and aproximately 7,1 meter height. There is no open or 

close projection on the facade. The roof is gable roof and covered with Marsilya 

tiles. The windows in front facade are timber and there are metal fence in front of the 

windows. In ground floor, the window have two wings and in first floor, the 

windows has double wings. The entrance door is wood with single wing. There is a 

shelter throught all facade in ground flor level. 

There are 3 places in ground floor and 3 places in first floor. The 95x200 cm metal 

entrance door of the building reached at the G01. There is a wooden staircase that 

connects this space to the upper floor in the opposite of the entrance door. There is a 

G02 space south of the G01 space. These two spaces are connected to each other 

with a single-winged wooden door which is 80x200 cm and on the left side of the 

G01 space. On the north wall of the G01 space, there is a 125x180 cm double-

winged wooden window which is seen on the facade beside the entrance door. There 

is a 115x125 cm double-winged wooden window on the southern wall of the G02 

and 75x200 cm single-winged wooden door which is opening the courtyard. On the 

eastern wall of the G02 space, there is a G03 space with a 70x200 cm single-winged 

wooden door.  

The wooden staircase located at the back of the entrance door in the G01 space, 

reaches the F02 space. Stair has 14 steps and it L shaped. With 80x200 cm door on 

the southern wall, the space of F03 is reached and with a 70x200 cm door on the 

northern wall, the space of F01 is reached.   

F03 is reached from the opening in the south direction of F02 space. On the southern 

wall, there is a 115x125 cm double-winged wooden window and an 80x200 cm 
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single-winged wooden door which is opening to balcony. A metal rotating staircase 

leading to the terrace is on the north side of the balcony. 

F01 is reached from the north side of the space in F02. There are two 80x150 cm 

single-winged wooden window openings in the north wall which is seen on the 

facade.  

Current Use 

Ground Floor: G01 is used as a living room, G02 is used as a kitchen, and G03 is 

used as a bathroom and toilet. 

First Floor: F02 is used as a hall, F01 is used as a living room, and F03 is used as a 

bedroom. 

Construction System and Material 

 Walls 

o Ground Floor: Outer walls are masonry stone walls (about 50 cm) 

with white painted. The Wall which is separate G01 and G02 is 

masonry brick Wall (about 20 cm) with white painted and plastered. 

o First Floor: Outer walls are white painted masonry stone walls (about 

50 cm). The wall which is separate F02 and F03 is masonry brick 

Wall (about 20 cm) with white painted and plastered. There is a 

wooden panel which separate F02 and F03. 

 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: G01, G02, and G03 are ceramic floors. Courtyard is 

screed 

o First Floor: Wood covering 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: Timber beams in G01 and concrete ceiling in G02 and 

G03. 

o First Floor: Reinforced concrete with plastered and white painted. 

 Roof 

o Marsilya tile over the timber frame. 
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Changes 

The G02 space used as a kitchen on the ground floor is expanded towards the 

courtyard and the G03 space is added. F03 space is expanded as a kitchen and 

balcony is added.  

 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: Ceramics on the G01 and G02 are covered have been 

laid later. 

o First Floor: Wooden coverings are altered in F01, F02, and F03. 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: Wooden beams in G01 are altered. Ceiling in G02 was 

replaced with reinforced concrete.  

o First Floor: Ceiling in F01, F02, and F03 were replaced with 

reinforced concrete.  

 Roof 

o The roof has been altered. 

 Architectural Elements: 

o There are no unique architectural elements. 

Condition 

 Structural condition 

o The structural condition is good; there is no structural problem in the 

building. 

 Material condition 

o Surface deterioration began in the material. Discoloration is observed 

in the plaster of the space on F03 and capillary cracks on F03. 

Sanitary Condition 

The kitchen and bathroom are in good condition in general but there are some 

problems. The G02, which is used as a kitchen on the ground floor, has become 

more suitable when it is enlarged.  Bathrooms and toilets, which are in authentic 
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in the courtyard and later attached to the kitchen as an additional volume, is 

inadequate today’s requirements. 

As a physical condition, the bathroom and kitchen are very well equipped with 

electricity, water, and, ventilation systems. 

The position of the bathroom is problematic for users because it is accessed from 

the kitchen. 
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Figure 143: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S2) 
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Figure 144: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S2) 
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Figure 145: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S2) 
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Building 3: 

General Information 

Third building is numbered 10 that block number is 5 and lot numbers are 15 and 16 

in Parmak Çeşme Square. The building sits the all of the lot, and there is courtyard 

back to the building. The building is not registered. The building is constructed for 

residential purposes and it is still used for residential purposes. 

The building has one story and approximately 3,9 meter height. There is no open or 

close projection on the facade. The roof is gable and covered with Marsilya tiles. The 

windows in front facade are PVC with two wings and there are aluminum shutter. 

The entrance door is metal with single wing. There is a shelter at the top of the door. 

There are five spaces in ground floor and five spaces in courtyard. The entrance door 

that is 95x230 cm enters the hall. The courtyard is reached from a 100x190 cm metal 

door at the end of the linear circulation and rooms are arranged on both sides of the 

hall. There are two 80x200 cm wooden doors with single-winged and a 100x100 cm 

wooden window with double-winged at the western wall of the hall. G01 is reached 

with the door near the entrance and G02 is reached with the door near the courtyard. 

Although there are partial walls between the spaces G01 and G02, the spaces are not 

exactly separated from one another but functionally differentiated. On the north wall 

of the G01, there is a 115x145 cm PVC window with double-winged which has seen 

on the façade. G03 space is reached with the 70x200 cm door opening which is on 

the southern wall of the G02. On the eastern wall of this place, there is a 30x30 cm 

window opening which is facing courtyard.  

There are two PVC doors with single-winged that are 80 cm x200 cm on the eastern 

wall of the hall. The space which is G05 is reached by door close to entrance and the 

space which is G04 is reached by door close to courtyard. There is a separation wall 

between G04 and G05, and there is 145x80 cm PVC window between two spaces. 

There is a 145x80 cm PVC window with double-winged which is opening to 

courtyard on the southern wall of the G04. Also, there is a 190x125 cm PVC window 

with double-winged which is also seen from the façade on the northern wall of the 

G05.  
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When you exit the metal door at the end of the hall, the courtyard is reached with 3 

steps. A linear line is dominated in the courtyard which is leveled by height 

differences and the eastern side of this direction is the settlement, and the western 

side has open spaces. The first place in courtyard is C01. C01 is reached by 80x160 

cm wooden door with single-winged and there is a 60x30 cm metal window with 

double-winged on the western wall near to door opening. There is a space which is 

C02 next to C01 and C02 is reached by 80x160 cm metal door with single-winged 

opening from courtyard. There is a space which is C03 next to C02, there are two 

80x170cm wooden doors with single-winged, but southern door is closed. There is 

space which is C04 next to C03. Although three side of the space is close, the 

courtyard façade is covered by wire braids. The space C04 is connected to space C05 

with a 60 cm wide circular opening on the south wall. C05 which is end of the 

courtyard is reached by two wooden doors with single-winged which one is 95x180 

cm and the other is 80x180 cm. There is a 30x30 cm wooden window near to door 

opening on the western wall of C05 looking to courtyard and there is a 40 cm radius 

circular opening which opening to grounded area on the northern wall and right to 

the courtyard.  

Current Use 

Ground Floor: G01 and G05 are used as a living room, G02 is used as a kitchen, and 

G03 is used as a bathroom, and G04 is used as a bedroom. 

Courtyard: C01, C02, C03, C04, and C05 are used as a coop.  

Construction System and Material 

 Walls 

o Ground Floor: Outer walls of G01, G02, G03, and G04 except 

courtyard walls are white painted masonry stone walls (about 50 cm). 

The outer wall which is looking to courtyard and interior separation 

walls are brick walls (about 20 cm) with white painted and plastered. 

o Courtyard: Outer wall is white painted masonry stone wall (about 

50cm). The separation wall between G01 and G02 is masonry brick 

wall (about 20cm) with white painted and plastered. The walls which 
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create spaces on the courtyard are masonry brick wall (about 20cm) 

with plastered. 

 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: Hall and G03 is ceramic floor. G01, G02, G04, and 

G05 are wooden parquet.  

o One part of the courtyard is ceramic floor and other part of the 

courtyard is screed. The area on the west side of the courtyard that is 

two steps lower from the direction of the circulation of the courtyard 

is covered with ceramic and open space where is west part of the 

circulation area is soil. No information was gathered about the floors 

of places C01, C02, C03, C04 and C05 located to the east of the 

courtyard.  

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: G01, G02, G04, and G05 have wooden ceiling. G03 

has plaster board ceiling.  

o Courtyard: Ceiling of C01 and C02 is Marsilya brick over timber 

structure. C03, C04, and C05 has metal sheet ceiling.  

 Roof 

o Marsilya brick over the timber frame. 

Changes 

The structure has significant changes. The building which block number is 5 and lot 

number is 15 had two floor in authentic. Upper floor has been demolished and plan 

and façade organization are changed with the making adjacent additional structure. 

G01 and G02 are in original building but G03, G04, and G05 was added later. Also 

C01, C02, C03, C04, and C05 spaces in courtyard were added later.  

 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: Parquets on the G01 and G02 are covered have been 

laid later. 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: Wooden beams in G01 and G02 are renewed. 

 Roof 
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o The roof has been changed. 

 Architectural Elements: 

o There are no unique architectural elements. 

Condition 

 Structural condition 

o The structural condition is good; there is no structural problem in the 

building. 

 Material condition 

o Surface deterioration began in the material. Material losses are 

observed in the plaster. 

Sanitary Condition 

The kitchen and bathroom are in good condition in general but there are some short 

comings. The G02, which is used as a kitchen on the ground floor, is adequate in 

today’s requirements but bathroom which is reached from kitchen is problematic 

according to dimension. The problem of the bathroom is not suitable for usage 

according to proportion more than dimension. Long and thin bathroom space is 

problematic to use.  

There are some problems in bathroom and kitchens according to physical condition, 

but it can be solved with proper intervention. As a physical condition, the bathroom 

and kitchen are very well equipped with electricity, water, and, ventilation 

systems.The position of the bathroom is problematic for users because it is accessed 

from the kitchen. 
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Figure 146:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S3) 
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Figure 147:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S3) 
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Figure 148: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S3) 
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Building No:4 

General Information 

Fourth building is numbered 34 that block number is 8 and lot numbers are 36, 37, 

45, and 46 in Parmak Çeşme Square. The building sits the all of the 36th lot and one 

part of the 37th lot. 45th and 46th lots are creating the courtyard of the building. The 

building is not registered. The building is constructed for residential purposes, but it 

is not using. 

The square facade of building was examined in 19.10.2016. The study of courtyard 

and building were examined in 27.04.2017. The building has two floors and 6,5m 

height. There is no open or close projection in façade. The roof is gable and covered 

with Alaturka tiles. The windows in front facade are wooden. Window in ground 

floor is three-compartment and middle of these compartments can open. There is a 

metal fence in the window. In first floor, the window was double-winged in 

19.10.2016, but there are no wings in 27.04.2017. There are only joineries. There is 

no fence in this window.  

Entrance door of the building is metal. This door is double-winged door, and little 

wing is fixed. Only bigger wing can opened. There is a courtyard door beside 

entrance door. Courtyard door is wooden with double-winged and only one wing can 

opened. 

There are five spaces in ground floor, three spaces in first floor and one place in 

courtyard. G01 space is reached by main entrance door. There is a one-step threshold 

in the entrance of building in G01 space. On the eastern wall of the G01 space, there 

is a wooden window mentioned in describing the facade next to the entrance door. 

On the northern wall of the space, there is a wooden cabinet which dimension is 

60x100 cm and deep is 20 cm. There is wooden shelf which dimension is 30x50 cm 

beside cabinet. On the west side of this space, there is a dividing wooden wall 

separating the space from the G02 space and a staircase leading upwards.With the 

door wing on the side of this divider wall close to the staircase, the passage to the 

G02 space is provided. 
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On the western wall of G02, there is a 75x200 cm door opening which is opening to 

G03. There is a joinery of this door, but there is no wing. On the southern wall, there 

is an 80x200 cm door opening. There is a single-winged wooden door which leads to 

the courtyard. There is also a niche of 60 cm x 60 cm x 30 cm in the part of the south 

wall below the stairs. 

The G03 space is reached by a step from the opening of the door on the western wall 

of the G02 space. On the northern wall, there are counters and cupboards. There is a 

door opening in the size of 70 cm x 200 cm on the western wall. With this single-

winged wooden door, the G04 space is reached with 2 steps. On the southern wall, 

there is a window opening of 115x 115 cm. There are no wings left, only wooden 

joinery, in this window opening, there are iron bars and the window overlooks the 

courtyard. 

The G04 space is reached by two steps from the door opening on the western wall of 

the G03 space. There is no window in this place, only a ventilation hole with a 

diameter of 10 cm is located at a point near the intersection of the north and west 

wall. There is a tap on the west wall. On the southern wall, there is a 60 cm x 180 cm 

doorway reaching the G05 space. This door has no joinery. 

The G05 space is reached from the door opening on the southern wall of the G04 

space. There is alaturka closet on the ground and a tap on the north wall. On the 

southern wall, there is a 40x 40 cm window opening. There are no wings in this 

window, only the metal frame remains. There is metal balustrade in the window 

frame that look C1. 

C01 is reached from courtyard. There is no wall on the eastern facade, there is a 

wooden door that allows you to enter this space. On the north wall there is a 40 cm x 

40 cm window opening facing the G05 space. 

The wooden stairs located in the G01 space, directly opposite the entrance door, 

reach the F02. The ladder has 10 steps, it is in the linear direction but its orientation 

changes by 90 °. The door opening of 85 cm x 200 cm on the eastern wall reaches the 

space of F01 and the space of F03 is reached by the door opening of 85 cm x 200 cm 
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on the western wall. In these two door openings, there are only wooden joineries, 

there are no door wings. 

F01 is reached from the opening in the east direction of the place where F02 is 

located. On the eastern and northern walls, there are 125x110 cm window openings 

and these windows open to the square in east. Although, Windows are double-

winged and wooden on 19.10.2016, there are only left joineries on 27.04.2017. 

F03 is reached from the western side of the space where F02 is located. There are 

125x110 cm window openings on the north and south walls. In these window 

openings there are only wooden joinery, no wings. 

Current Use 

Ground Floor: G01 and G02 are used as a living room, G03 is used as a kitchen, and 

G04 is used as a bathroom, and G05 is used as a toilet.  

Courtyard: C01 is used as a coop.  

First Floor: F02 is used as a hall, F01 and F03 are used as a room.  

Construction System and Material 

 Walls 

o Ground Floor: Walls of G01 and G02 are plastered, white painted 

masonry stone walls (about 50 cm), and walls of G03, G04, G05, and 

C01 is masonry brick wall (about 20 cm) with white painted. 

o First Floor: Outer walls are plastered and blue painted masonry brick 

wall (about 20 cm) with and partition walls are ‘Bağdadi’ (about 10 

cm) with blue painted.  

 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: G01 and G02 are ceramic floor, and G03, G04, and 

G05 are screed, and C01 is soil. 

o First Floor: Wooden covering 

 Ceiling Covering 
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o Ground Floor: The ceiling of G01 and G02 is wooden beams. (One 

part of the ceiling in G01 is covered by tarp.) Ceilings of G03, G04, 

G05, and C01 are concrete. Ceilings of G04 and G05 are white 

painted. 

o First Floor: Wooden beams 

 Roof 

o Alaturka tiles over the timber frame. 

Changes 

The G03 space used as the kitchen for the building and the G04, G05 used as a 

bathroom and toilet, and the C01 space used as a coop, are one story and the 

structure was added later. For this reason, there are differences in construction 

technique and materials. 

Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: Ceramics on the G01 and G02 are altered. 

o First Floor: The wooden coverings of F01, F02, and F03 are authentic. 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: Wooden ceiling in G01 and G02 are authentic. 

o First Floor: Ceilings of F01, F02, and F03 were demolished. There are 

only beams in ceilings.  

 Roof 

o The roof has been changed. 

 Architectural Elements: 

o The cabinet inside the niche on the northern wall of G01, and the iron 

feet of the shelf located beside the closet are original, other 

architectural elements are not original. 

Condition 

 Structural condition 
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o Deformation has begun alongside minor structural problems, but the 

structure is stable. There are serious problems in the stairs. In 

addition, the first floor is also a problematic structurally.  

 Material condition 

o Alongside surface losses, material loss is present. There are some 

gaps in the ceramics beside threshold in the entrance door. Walls of 

G02, G03, G04, G05, F01, F02 and F03, there are plaster loss and 

capillary cracks are found in the whole wall. 

Sanitary Condition 

The kitchen of the building and the bathroom are spaces which were made later. The 

kitchen and bathroom are in bad condition. Not suitable for daylight conditions. One 

of the reasons for this is that the house is not being used. The kitchen and bathroom 

are in an idle condition. There is no electricity or water in the bathroom and kitchen. 

Ventilation is done by windows. The windows in the kitchen and the toilet are 

sufficient for ventilation, while the ventilation of the bathroom is only provided by 

the hole in the ceiling. 

When you look at the dimensions of the spaces, the size of the kitchen is not too big, 

but it is adequate for today’s requirements. But the dimensions of the bathroom and 

the toilet are inadequate for today’s requirements but can be adapted by intervention. 

The physical condition of the bathroom and kitchen is problematic. The finishing 

process of the floors and walls of the spaces is not completed. Kitchen and bathroom 

furnishings are also missing and neglected. While cupboards and countertops in the 

kitchen are broken, there is no bathtub shower. The toilet has only one faucet, no 

flush. The intervention of bathroom and kitchen is needed. 

Other problem in kitchen, bathroom, and toilet is circulation. Bathrooms and toilets 

are reached from the kitchen and the toilet is reached from the bathroom. 
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Figure 149: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S4) 
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Figure 150:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S4) 
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Figure 151:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S4) 
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Building No:5 

General Information 

Fifth building is numbered 36 that block number is 11 and lot number is 565. 35th 

and 37th numbered buildings are mass additions of 36th building. Additional volumes 

of the building are in 10th block and 565th lot. The building is only registered building 

in site. The building is constructed for residential purposes, and it still using for 

residential purpose.  

The building has two floor and 6,1m height. There is no open or close projection in 

façade. The roof is hipped roof and covered with Alaturka tiles. The front façade of 

the building is looking to Mesadet Street and the courtyard façade is looking to 

square. In front façade, there is a double-winged PVC window opening and there are 

two single-winged PVC window openings in ground floor. While there are metal 

fences on the double-winged window, the other two small windows have metal 

balustrade ‘sardunyalık’, which are common in Ayvalık traditional houses. There is a 

double-winged PVC window opening and there are two single-winged PVC window 

openings in first floor. There are traces of the shutter in the first floor windows when 

there are no fences in the windows. The entrance door of the building is metal with 

single-winged. There is a pediment in building. There is a 37numbered volume 

besides the building. This volume which is called C01 is one story, with single-

winged wooden door opening and window opening at the front facade.There is a 

porch on the door, the window is covered with wood and has iron bars. The side of 

the building overlooks the square and there is an additional volume numbered 35 and 

called G03. While there is no any opening in ground floor, there is balcony and 

single-winged PVC door opening which is opening to balcony in first floor.  

The back façade of the buildings is look the square and the courtyard wall is covering 

the ground floor of the building. There are two single-wing PVC window openings in 

the additional mass. There is single-wing PVC door on ground floor and single-

winged PVC window on the 1st floor. There is also a single-winged wooden door 

opening at the back façade of annex volume numbered 37. 
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There are five spaces in ground floor, three spaces in first floor.  

The main entrance door is metal and which dimension is 135x 200 cm is reached 

through the hole and the hall is continuing as a wooden step ladder with 10 steps. 

There are two 80x200 cm single-winged wooden doors opening on the both side of 

the main entrance. There is a space called G01 in the northern part of the hall. On the 

eastern part of this space, there is a 90x220 cm single-winged PVC door which is 

looking to courtyard.  

At the intersection with the eastern wall of the northern wall, there is a niche with 

depressed arch and dimensions of 100x200 cm and a depth of 30 cm. Near the 

eastern wall of the northern wall, there is a 50x100 cm cupboard with 30 cm 

depth.There are two 60x120 cm single-winged PVC window openings on the eastern 

wall facing the front facade. From the southern door of the hall, G02 is reached. The 

eastern wall of this area has a double-winged PVC window opening in the 

dimensions of 135x120 cm, facing the front of the building. On the southern wall, 

there is a owen measuring 175x180 cm. The single-winged wooden door opening of 

80x200 cm in size, which is opened on the west wall, reaches to G03 space. There 

are shelf niches on the southern wall of the G03 space, while the single-winged PVC 

window opening is 85x85 cm in the east wall. There is a single-winged PVC door 

opening with 80x200 cm openings on the northern wall of the G03 space and a single 

winged wooden door opening of 80x200 cm which provides access to the G04 space. 

On the eastern wall of the G04 area, there is a single-wing PVC window opening 

facing the courtyard in the dimensions of 50x30 cm. G03 and G04 spaces are in the 

additional volume numbered 35 and there is a direct access to this volume from main 

building while there is a no direct access from main building to additional volume 

which is called C01 and numbered 37. This volume is achieved from single-winged 

wooden doors measuring 90x180 cm on the front and back sides. 

When you enter from the main door, the hall reaches to the first floor with wooden 

steps in the 10 step in linear line. 

On the western wall of the first floor hall, there is a double-winged wooden door 

opening 100x200 cm next to the door opened to the first floor hall (on the north 

side), and this door opens to the space F01. There is a 90x120 cm single-winged 
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PVC window opening on the northern wall of F01. There are two 60x120 cm PVC 

windows opening with single-winged which are look to front facade on the western 

wall. On the southern wall of the room, there is a double-winged wooden window 

opening which dimensions of 55x110 cm overlooking the staircase. On the western 

wall of the first floor hall, next to the door opening  to the first floor hall (on the 

south side) there is a single-winged wooden door opening which dimension is 

80x200 cm and this door opens to F02. There is a double-winged wooden window 

opening in the 55x110 cm dimension, facing the staircase on the northern wall of the 

F02 space, and a double-winged PVC door in the 95x120 cm dimensions in the 

western wall, facing the front facade of the building. To the south part of the 

circulation, a single-winged PVC door opening with dimensions of 70x200 cm is 

reached to the area of F03. There is a single-wing PVC window opening in the 

dimensions of 90x135 cm overlooking courtyard on the eastern wall of the hall. 

Current Use 

Ground Floor: G01is used as a bedroom, G02 is used as a living room, and G03 is 

used as a kitchen, and G04 is used as a bathroom.  

Courtyard: C01 is used as a depot.  

First Floor: F01 is used as a living room, F01is using as a bedroom, and F03 are used 

as a balcony.  

Construction System and Material 

 Walls 

o Ground Floor: Outer walls and courtyard walls are masonry stone 

walls (about 50 cm) with white painted.Partition walls and walls 

which is facing to courtyard in G03 and G04 are masonry brick wall 

(about 20 cm) with white painted and plastered. 

o First Floor: Outer walls are masonry stone wall (about 20 cm) with 

plastered and white painted. Partition walls and walls which create 

balcony façade are masonry brick wall (about 20 cm) with white 

painted and plastered. 
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 Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: G01, G02, and G03are tile floor, and G04 is ceramic 

floor. Floor covering of C01 and courtyard are screed. 

o First Floor: Wooden covering 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: Concrete ceiling 

o First Floor: Concrete ceiling 

 Roof 

o Alaturka tiles over the timber frame. 

Changes 

The spaces C01, G03 and G04 on the side and rear of the building were added 

later. The bathroom which is in G01 has been moved to G04, and the kitchen 

which is in G02 has been moved to G03. 

Floor Covering 

o Ground Floor: Tiles on the G01 and G02 are covered have been laid 

later. Screed in courtyard is spilled later. 

o First Floor: The wooden coverings of F01, F02, and hall are renewed. 

 Ceiling Covering 

o Ground Floor: The ceilings in ground floor have been changed to 

concrete. 

o First Floor: The ceilings in ground floor have been changed to 

concrete. 

 Roof 

o The roof has been changed. 

 Architectural Elements: 

o The cupboard on the northern wall of G01, double-winged wooden 

door with depressed arch reaching to first floor hall, and double-

winged wooden windows looking to stair in F01 and G02 are original. 

The owen in G02 was changed by covering wood.  

Condition 
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 Structural condition 

o The structural condition is good; there is no structural problem in the 

building. 

 Material condition 

o Surface deteriorations began in the material. Material losses are 

observed in the plaster on the outer walls. Inside the building, 

especially in the place of G02, there are some detachments in the 

plaster. 

o  

Sanitary Condition 

The kitchen and bathroom are in good condition in general but there are some 

problems. The G02, which is used as a kitchen in the ground floor is adequate 

today’s requirements but bathroom which is connected with kitchen is not 

adequate today’s requirements 

As a physical condition, the bathroom and kitchen are very well equipped with 

electricity, water, and, ventilation systems. 

The position of the bathroom is problematic for users because it is accessed from 

the kitchen. 



225 
 

 

Figure 152: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S5) 
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Figure 153:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S5) 
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Figure 154: Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S5) 
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Figure 155:Detailed Analysis of Buildings (S5) 
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3.2.3. Social Profiles and Their Demands 
The part is present the results of the social survey sheets were made to residents of 

Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area. The aim of the social survey is 

determine the demographic, social, cultural, and social structure of the Parmak 

Çeşme Square and near surrounding area, understanding the relationship between 

residents and square and expectation of the residents to Rehabilitation Project for 

Parmak Çeşme Square. 

The social survey sheets were applied to residents of all buildings that made interior 

survey and some buildings that did not made interior survey. In the site survey 

between 22-30 April 2017, social survey sheets were allpied 10 18 residents in 17 

buildings and 13 of them (%76) are traditional and 4 of them (24%) are new 

buildings (Figure 157). 

According to results of the surveys; 

 There are 60 inhabitants in these houses (Figure 157) 

 The gender of the 6 of the 60 residents was not detected. Of the remaining 54 

residents, 31 residents (57%) are female and 23residents (43%) are male 

(Figure 157) 

 The age of the 3 of 60 residents was not detected. Of the remaining 57 

residents, 7 residents (%12) are between the ages of 0-14, 10 residents (%17) 

are between the ages of 15-24, 7 residents (%12) are between the ages of 25-

34, 7 residents (%12) are between the ages of 35-44, 7 residents (%12) are 

between the ages of 45-54, 9 residents (%15) are between the ages of 55-64 

and 12 residents (%20) are 65 and over. The avarage age is 40 and therange 

of over 65 years old is predominant (Figure 157). 

 There are 60 inhabitants in these houses (Figure 157) 

 The education status of the 12 of 60 residents was not detected. Ot the 

remaining 48 residents, 9 residents are stil studant and 39 residents have 

completed their education. Of these 9 students, 1 resident (11%)  is 

kindergarden student, 4 residents (45%) are primary school students, 3 

residents (33%) are middle school students and 1 resident (11%) is high 

school student. Of the 39 people who are not currently educated, 6 residents 
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(15%) are uneducated, 19 residents  (49%) are primary school graduates, 2 

residents (5%) are middle school graduates, 8 residents  (21%) are high 

school graduates and 4 residents (10%) are graduate (Figure 157). 

 When we look at the number of person in the households, 2 households 

(12%) consist of 1 person, 5 households (29%) consist of 2 people,  1 

household (6%) consists of 3 people,  5 households (29%) consist of 4 

people,  2 households (12%) consist of 5 people,  1 household (6%) consists 

of 6 people and 1 household (6%) consists of 9 people (Figure 158). 

After the analyzing the population of the household, the density examined. For this, 

the buildings that were applied interior survey sheet and social survey sheet evaluate. 

When the density is determined, the number of rooms of the buildings is examined. 

The ideal number of people in a building is calculated assuming that two people can 

live in each room. The density of buildings was determined by comparing the 

number of ideal people who could live in a building with the number of people living 

in the building. As a result, the density is high in 1 of the 10 houses examined (10%), 

the density in 2 houses (20%)  is equal, and in the remaining 7 houses (70%) the 

density is low (Figure158). 

When we look at the occupations of the residents in surveyed households; 10 of the 

60 residents are students (in this case, 1 student who was graduated from high school 

prepare for university exams). The occupations of 11 residents was not detected. The 

occupational distribution of the 39 residents, we have information about their 

professions varies. A large majority of women are housewives. 18 women are 

housewives (82%) and only 4 women (18%) are working. Of these 4 women, 1 

woman is a librarian, 1woman work in grocery store, 1woman is a servant, and 1 

woman is a self-employed. In men, professional diversity is more. There are 2 retired 

men, 2 self-employed, 2 barbers, 1 teacher, 1 cook, 1 waitress, 1 security worker, 1 

construction worker, 1 transporter.  Also 1 men work in grocery store, 1 man work in 

tattoo shop, 1 men work in coffe shop, 1 men work in canteen, and 1 men work in 

bazaar (Figure 158). 
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Figure 156:Distribution and Rate of Social Surveyed Buildings and Ratio of Gender, 

Age and Educational Status 
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Figure 157:Distribution and Rate of the Number of People in Social Surveyed 

Buildings and Density 
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Figure 158:Distribution and Rate of Housewife and Working Woman and Origin of 

Occupants 
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When the origins of the residents is investigated, it is seen that origin of the 9 (53%) 

households of the 17 households is Ayvalık and 8 (47%) of them is not Ayvalık 

(Figure 159). 

The most of the households are exchanged (17 to 7, 41%). The resident that are live 

in Parmak Çeşme Square today are childrens and/or grandchild of the people come 

from during compulsory exchange. The 3 households of these 7 households have 

been living in the Parmak Çeşme Square since the time of the exchange and 2 

households came from the Mytiline and 1 household come from Crete. 4 other 

households were lived in other neighbourhood when they first arrived Ayvalık, later 

moved to the Parmak Çeşme Square and they came from Crete. In the study area, 2 

households are from Ayvalık. The parents of these household come the Ayvalık from 

different cities. The origin of the large majority of the households coming the 

Parmak Çeşme Square from the outside is Mardin (17 to 5, 29%). The other 3 came 

from the Parmak Çeşme Square from the other city of the Balıkesir (İvrindi)(6%), 

İzmir (6%),and İstanbul (6%) (Figure 159). 

The origin of the migrated households in Parmak Çeşme Square isexamined in detail, 

it is seen that origin of these households are different of the other migrants living the 

Ayvalık According to TURKSTAT 2016 data, the provinces that migrated to 

Ayvalık are Balıkesir, İstanbul, İzmir and later Mardin (TURKSTAT Database, 

2016). But in Parmak Çeşme Square, Mardin come first. The fact that Ayvalik is a 

coastal settlement, the tourism activities are alive and the increase of second houses 

is the biggest influence to migration of people that are mostly retired to Ayvalık from 

the big cities like Izmir and Istanbul. Another factor that provides migration to 

Ayvalık is agricultural, industrial and commercial activities (Akova, 2011). When we 

look at the Parmak Çeşme Square, depending on the fact that the migration to Mardin 

is excessive and that the migrants stated that the reason of the migration is for work, 

it can be said that the migration to Parmak Çeşme Square is based on economic 

factors unlike Ayvalık in general. The Parmak Çeşme Square has the most modest 

houses in the city and the inhabitants are economically middle and lower class in the 

city and therefore the square is preferred by migrants who come to Ayvalık for work. 
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When the property status is examined, it is determined that 16 of the 17 households 

(94%) are homeowners and only 1 (6%) are tenants. The tenant household did not 

specify the rental price, but the surveyed households reported that the average rental 

rate varied between 400-600 liras in Parmak Çeşme Square (Figure 160). 

7 of the 16 households who are homeowners (44%) were inherited, 6 of them (37%) 

were acquired by purchase and 3 of them (19%) were built the houses by themselves 

(Figure 160). 

In order to understand the relation of the people to the square, it is examined how 

long the households lived in the Parmak Çeşme Square. As a result of this research, it 

is seen that there is diversity the living time of people in Parmak Çeşme Square as 

shown in Figure 161. The least living household has lived here for 3 years and the 

longest living household has been living here for 80 years. Average life here is 25 

years (Figure 161). 

During the survey, it was observed that there were kinship relations in this area and 

some families live in and around Parmak Çeşme for 3 generations, even in different 

houses. 

The man of the household with the number of 10 and the lady of the household with 

the number of 18 who have settled in the Parmak Çeşme Square during the time 

compulsory exchange are siblings. İbrahim Erbilge, who lives in household with the 

number of 10, and Mercan and Hasan, who live in househols with the number of 18, 

are the children of these siblings and have spent their lives in these houses.  

Nuriye Hanim, whose family came to number 7 by compulsory exchange, came and 

live with the family of Mercan Yıkılmazdağ by marriage in building within the 

number of 18. Hasan Bey got married and moved to household with the number of 

17. Ahmet Yıkılmazdağ, a child of Mercan and Nuriye Yıkılmazdağ, spent his 

childhood at household with the number of 18 and moved to the household with the 

number of 7. He inherited this house from the family of his mother after marriage. 

The household with the number of 19 belongs to the family of Yıkılmazdağ too. 

Mehmet Erbilge, a child of İbrahim and his wife Necibe Erbilge, spent his childhood 

in household with the number of 10 and moved to the new building with the number 

of 11 after he got married. Except for the relatives of Yıkılmazdağ and Erbilge,  
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Figure 159: Distribution and Rate of Ownership Status and Types of Qwnership 
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Figure 160: Distribution of Living Time in Houses and Distribution and Rate of 

Occupants Property 
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which are related to each other, there are a few generations of households living here 

even though there is no kinship.  

One of these is the oldest people who lived in the area, Yaşar Gümüşgül and his 

family. Yaşar Gümüşgül, whom mother and father came from Mytilini was born in 

1937 in household with the number of 36 and spent a great part of his life in this 

house. Nowadays, Yaşar Gümüşgül, who lives near Parmak Çeşme Square, and his 

son Uygur Gümüşgül and his family is living in household with the number of 36. 

Besides that, Mr. Ömür, whom grandfather had come from Mytilini with compulsory 

exchange, continues to live in household with the number of 22, where was born 

with his mother and his children. 

Those participated to the surveys were not willing to state their monthly income, so 

in order to determine the economic level of the people, it was analyzed whether or 

not people have other properties than their houses. As a result, it was determined that 

6 households (35%) had no other property, 4 households (24%) had another house, 6 

households (35%)  had vehicle and 1  (6% ) households hadolive grove (Figure 115). 

When people asked for the same reasons whether they had electronical devices, 

computer and internet, it was determined that there were 8 households (47%) with 

only electronical devices, 2 households (12%) with electronical devices and 

computer, 7 households (41%) had electronical devices, computer and internet. This 

research does not give an idea of the economic level of the households because some 

of the non-internet users in their home used to say they owned it, but now they say 

they meet the need from their phones and the other mean that the average age is high 

and they do not use these technological devices. 

When the reasons for the residence at the Parmak Çeşme Square of the surveyed 

households are analyzed; 3 households stated that they were inherited the house and 

for this reason they are living there. 3 households prefer to move there because they 

inherited from their families. 1 household preferred to live here because their 

relatives sat at Parmak Çeşme Square. 8 households stated that there is no specific 

reason. Only 2 households prefer the Parmak Çeşme Square with a special reason. 

One of theseis that the house is smaller than the other houses in Ayvalık, and because 

of this reason, it is easier to maintain and unlike other houses in Ayvalık, front of this 
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house is looking to an open space. The other chose the house he was sitting in 

because the house had a garden and more private space. 

Those who live in Parmak Çeşme Square seem to be satisfied with the vast majority 

(15 households, 88%) when they are asked whether they are satisfied with life in 

Parmak Çeşme Square. Besides those who prefer Parmak Çeşme Square for a special 

reason, those who moved here without a specific reason also stated that they were 

satisfied with their life here in time. Only 2 households (12%) are not satisfied living 

here. Even though, satisfied households have complaints no matter how pleased they 

are, dissatisfied households have some points that makes them happy here. 

The most basic reason why people living in Parmak Çeşme Square are happy here is 

that neighborhood relations are good. 10 households from 17 households who 

participated in the survey expressed this. Another important factor is that the area is 

uneventful. 4 people who participated in the survey stated this. The next factor is that 

the front of the houses is open. This situation was also expressed by 4 people. Other 

pleasing factors are the facts that they have spent their childhood here, that this area 

is close to everywhere, that Ayvalık has such a square in another place while they 

have such a place and that there are natural beauties around the Parmak Çeşme 

Square. The complained points by those who are satisfied with life on the Parmak 

Çeşme Square are the lack of space for children to play (places where children play 

are disorganized), the lack of parking, and the collapsed structures that could create 

danger to the environment (Figure 162). 

The biggest complaint of those who are not satisfied with life is that Parmak Çeşme 

Square is dirtiness. 2 dissatisfied households complained about this and the disposal 

garbage in the streets, while a household reported that street dogs were also 

disturbed. The point that the dissatisfied households are happy to live here is that the 

area is uneventful (Table 2). 

Table 2: Reasons of Dissatisfaction with Life in Parmak Çeşme Square 
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Whether or not the people living here are satisfied with their home has been 

examined. While 15 households (88%) are satisfied with their home, 2 households 

(12%) are not satisfied with their home. The reasons for satisfaction of those who are 

satisfied with their homes vary. 5 satisfied households did not show any special 

reasons for their satisfaction and expressed their satisfaction with the reason that it’s 

their own houses. The most important reason of other 5 satisfied households is that 

there are the gardens in their house. One household who is satisfied with his / her 

home but does not a garden has also shown that his / her terrace as the reason for 

their satisfaction. On the other hand, one of the satisfied household complained about 

the small size of the garden even though they were pleased with the house. Another 

factor contributing to the satisfaction of the houses is the width of the houses. 4 

Households stated that their houses are wide and spacious, and thus they are 

satisfied. 1 household stated that their house was compact and minimal, and for that 

reason they are satisfied. Another pleasing factor is that the houses are warm in 

winter and cool in summer due to the fact that they are built by stones. 2 households 

expressed that they are satisfied with their homes for this reason. 1 household stated 

that they are pleased with their home since they have maintained their home based on 

their satisfaction (Figure 162) 

There are 3 households that are pleased with their home stated that there are some 

points which makes them unconfortable.1 household is displeased with their home 

because of the dimention and physical conditions of the kitchen and the bathroom. 1 

household is displeased with their home because the house is 2 storeys and therefore 

it makes the access of the room difficult and just like meantioned before the size of 

garden which is seen as small. One of the reasons for the 2 households expressing 

dissatisfaction with their home is that the householder thinks the life in the apartment 

building is easier, the other reason is that their house does not get sunshine and is 

therefore damp and they think the plan organization is bad (Table 3). 
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Figure 161: Distribution and Rate of Satisfaction with Life in Parmak Çeşme Square 

and Reasons of Satisfaction and Satisfaction with Home and Reasons of Satisfaction 
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Table  3: Reasons of Dissatisfaction with Houses 

It was asked to the residents of the households whether there were any repair.15 

households (88%) stated that they had been repaired in various places in their houses 

over time and 2 households stated that they never made any repair. One of these 2 

buildings was built in 1975, while the other was built in 1998. The number of 

buildings that have been done the kitchen repair is 13, the number of buildings that 

have been done bathroom repair is 12, the number of buildings that have been done 

addition to building is 7, the number of buildings that have been done roof repair is 

6, the number of buildings that have done floor covering 5, the number of buildings 

that have been done ceiling repair is 3, and the number of buildings that have been 

changed architectural elements such as windows and door is 3 and the number of 

household that have changed the stairs is 2 (Figure 163). 

Household owners were asked whether they were satisfied with the bathrooms and 

kitchens. 11 households were pleased with the bathroom and kitchen.  

The bathroom and kitchen of 9 households which are pleased with the bathroom and 

kitchen have been maintained, the bathroom and kitchen of 2 of them have not been 

maintained but these buildings are new buildings that are built in 1998 and 2001. 1 

household is satisfied with the kitchen but not satisfied with the bathroom because 

the kitchen has been maintained but the bathroom has not. The residents of this 

house, which is not surveyed internally, stated that bathrooms were high, reach with 

a few steps and therefore it was difficult to reach and they are dissatisfied with the 

bathroom. 5 households were not satisfied with kitchen and bathroom. Two of these 

buildings have not been maintained, and 3 of them have been maintained. The 

reasons why house that are not maintained are not satisfied with bathrooms and 
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kitchens are as follows. The household with the number of 12 stated that there was 

no problem in the physical conditions of the kitchen, but the dimensions were 

inadequate, and the bathroom was in poor physical conditions and inadequate in size. 

The household with number of 17 complained about the size of the kitchen and 

bathroom. While the kitchen can not accommodate the size which is needed, it is 

disturbing the resident that the bathroom is long and thin. In addition, one of the most 

basic complaints of the residents is that the access to the bathroom is from the 

kitchen. There are buildings with complains about the bathroom and kitchen that 

have seen maintenances.  

These buildings are satisfied with the dimensions of the kitchens and bathrooms, but 

complain from the household with the number of 23 is about the fact that the 

building and bathrooms are old. Complain from the household with the number of 29 

is moisture and like the household with the number of 29, the household with the 

number of 22 is also complaining about moisture (Table 4).  

When the residents were asked whether they had problematic points at home and 

whether they wanted to intervene, 9 people (53%) stated that they did not have any 

problems in their homes and did not want to intervene. The remaining 8 person 

(47%) stated that there were problems at some points, and that there have intention of 

intervention in these issues and other issues. In this direction, the number of 

households willing to intervane to their bathrooms is 6, the number of households 

willing to intervane the kitchen is 3, the number of households requiring additional 

space for courtyards or additional volume for the upstair is 3, the number of 

households willing to intervane to the roof is 2 and the the number of household 

requiring change of architectural elements (such as door, windows et.) is 1 (Figure 

164). 
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Figure 162: Distribution and Rate of Repaired Houses 
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Table 4: Reasons of Dissatisfaction with Kitchen and Bathroom 

 

When methods of people to warm the houses are examined, 15 buildings over 17 

were heated with stoves and 2 of them were heated by air conditioners. Houses 

which were warmed by stoves burn coal or wood. Although there is no big difference 

between burning coal and wood, majority of houses burns coal.  

When people asked whether the houses warmed up eaisly, 10 households indicated 

that they were comfortable, 5 households said that they were moderately warm, and 2 

households said that they were warmed up with difficulties.  

Another result from the surveys is that the inhabitants of Parmak Çeşme Square live 

here in both summer and winter time. When people asked whether tourists come and 

go around Parmak Çeşme Square and whether there is a seasonal population increase 

depending on this, it is seen that the households have different observations.  

9 households stated that Parmak Çeşme Square was not influenced by the tourists but 

that the tourists did not pass further than Barbaros Caddesi in spite of a population 

increase due to the tourist arrivals in Ayvalık. 3 households stated that some of the 

tourists coming in summer stayed at the hotel on the road of the İzmir-Ayvalık and 

Parmak Çeşme Square is on the route of these tourists. For this reason, they 

expressed that tourists are passing by, but they are not interested in the square and 

that they do not affect the population and life of this place.  
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Figure 163: Distribution and Ratio of Intervention Request of Houses 
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2 households said that the tourists coming to the hotels are increasing the population 

of Parmak Çeşme Square. In addition, 1 household stated that besides from the 

hostel, the number of rental houses for tourists increased around the square, and this 

situation is increasing the population and usage of the Parmak Çeşme Square. 2 

households stated that the tourists who generally came to Ayvalık in summer are 

increasing the population without establishing a relationship with the hostel and 

therefore they are increasing the population of the area by coming to the square. As a 

result, 5 households thought that the population increased due to the tourists who 

come in summer to Parmak Çeşme Square, while 12 households believe that there 

was no seasonal population change at Parmak Çeşme Square. 

It was desirable to determine how conscious the residents are about the history of 

their home. Household residents were asked whether their homes were historic or 

not, and how old they were. Household owners have stated that the 6 of the houses 

are not the historical. The remaining of 11 households said that their houses are 

historical. Household residents in historic homes do not have any information about 

how old their house is. Eight of those who live in historic houses know only that their 

houses are from the Rums. In the same way, one of resident who moved to Parmak 

Çeşme Square later stated that she knows that the house has been built by the Rums 

and the previous owner of the house has come to the place with the compulsory 

exchange. Another household owner also has the knowledge that the compulsory 

exchanged family who lived here first came from Crete and they have found gold 

underneath their homes around 1945-1955 and moved to Izmir. The household with 

the most detailed information about their house is the household with the number of 

36, the only registered building in the region. Yaşar and Uygun Gümüşgül, who has 

stated that this house is registered, are the grandchildren and the son of the 

grandchildren of the exchanged family moved to this house. According to Yaşar 

Gümüşgül, who is 80 years old, when his mother was 7 years old, when she came to 

Ayvalık from Güle village of Mytilene and settled in this house. He and his son, 

Uygun Bey, were born in this house. In the 1950s, they were visited by 3 daughters 

of Rum family who was the former owner of the house. During that visit they got 

more detailed information about the house and the environment. The Gümüşgül 

family knows the year of construction which was written on a plate that was located 
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on the main entrance of the house and showed 1881 as the year of construction. This 

plate come loss a few years ago. The Gümüşgül family confirmed this information 

from the Rum family visiting them. They also learned that Parmak Çeşme was also 

made by this family in 1881 at the same time with building. 

It has been observed that people of the Parmak Çeşme were asked how much 

knowledge they had about history of Parmak Çeşme and itself which gave its name 

to the square. A large majority (14 people) of household owners said they have no 

information and 2 people said that it was left by the Rums. The most detailed 

information in this regard came from Yaşar Gümüşgül, who lives in house with the 

number of 36. Yaşar Gümüşgül, who stated that his houses were made in 1881 with 

the fountain and he stated that they received this information from the Rum family 

who visited them. He also gave other information about the physical characteristics 

of the Parmak Çeşme. Gümüşgül tells that there used to be triangular -shaped 

pediment on the fountain, which he used to express this pediment with the title 

of“hamut”. This pediment was marble and there were the Greek word on it. Over 

time, this marble piece fell down and got broken. There was yellow ornamented 

faucet from the Rums, but it disappeared a few years ago. It is stated that the source 

of the fountain came from the wells of the orchard with the number of 551 block in 

the south-east of the fountain. Another household owner gave the same information 

about the water source of the fountain. Later, when İsmail Kuzu was interviewed, 

who plants these orchards, he was informed that there were two wells originating 

here at Parmak Çeşme, but the wells were not seen. 

The flow pattern of Parmak Çeşme shows diversity today. The observations made on 

October 19, 2016 showed that the fountain did not flow. It was observed that 

between April 2 and 30, 2017, the fountain was flowing. There is also an uncertainty 

when it comes to the observations of residents in this respect. All of the residents 

stated that pattern of water flow changes. In the survey period between April 22 and 

30, 2017, 4 people stated that water used to flow but now it does not. One of these 

people stated that the Parmak Çeşme did not flow anymore because the direction of 

the source of water was changed. The seven of the residents said that the Parmak 

Çeşme had been flowing in time to time. Those residents claiming that the flow of 

water changes depending on the rain and Parmak Çeşme flows in the winter season 
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and it does not flow or that there is very little activity in the summer season. As the 

previous resident has indicated, that the water flow was changed and water was given 

to the field. As the rain rate increases or decreases, the amount of water flow in the 

fountain changes. Some of these residents previously added that Parmak Çeşme was 

flowing in 4 seasons before the source was changed. The remaining 6 residents 

supported intermittent flows and said that the flow of water was changing. But at the 

time of the survey, they said that the fountain was flowing. Like others, this group 

expresses that the change in water flow is due to rain, and this change is related to 

the water cuts that they had in previous years. For a while, it was indicated that the 

water of fountain is cut off because of the fact that the source of the fountain is 

drained. They say that the fountain, whose source is drained, is now flowing with 

rain waters so even though it is flowing right now, it occasionally changes. 

As a result, the flow of water is not constant when the comments of the residents of 

the Parmak Çeşme, are generally evaluated since the fountain was not flowing on 

October 19, 2016, and it was flowing on April 22-30, 2017. Changes are seen in the 

flow dates since the source is drained or changed by others. The flow rate in winter is 

higher due to rainfall, although the opposite of the situation was seen in the 

observations. 

The common knowledge given by residents in the face of questions about the usage 

of Parmak Çeşme is that it has been used much more actively in the past. Looking at 

the information that the oldest househols given, there were water queues in the 

Parmak Çeşme square in 1965. While fountains in other neighborhoods did not flow, 

people from other neighboring regions have come to take water from the Parmak 

Çeşme. According to the people living in this times, Parmak Çeşme’s water was 

different from other fountains, had a different taste. 

Nowadays, when you look at the usage of the Parmak Çeşme, the water usage of 

Parmak Çeşme has reduced because of the flowing rain water activity and water 

availability in the houses. 2 households did not use Parmak fountain anymore and 10 

households stated that they did not use it in normal conditions and they stated that 

they used water here in bathroom, toilet, and garden watering only during water cuts. 

The rate of usage is not low if it is thought that the water cuts are common in here 

according to residents. 5 households continue to use the Parmak Çeşme actively. 3 
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household uses the fountain to water the garden, 1 household use the water in the 

bathroom and the cleaning, and 1 household use the water in cook (Tablo 5).  In 

order to find out whether the fountain was used by people outside the square, two 

people from Ferah Street residents, who are a parallel street in the western direction 

of the square, were interviewed and they concluded that they did not actively use the 

Parmak Çeşme, they used it only when there was water cuts but there was less water 

cuts when its compared to the square. Therefore, it is learned that usage rate is quite 

low. When residents of Ferah Street were asked whether they want to keep the 

Parmak Çeşme constantly flow, a residents told that she did not use the fountain so 

she would not matter for herself and the other said that he would like to have the 

water of Parmak Çeşme flow since he likes the place, even though he does not use it 

himself. He also added that the faucet of the fountain is constantly broked by the 

children and that the care of the fountain was neglected. 

Table 5: Usage of the Parmak Çeşme Water 

Residents of Parmak Çeşme seem to agree that all residents are in agreement that 

water of fountain should continuously flow when they were asked if they want their 

fountains to flow continuously or not. This is a very natural result when looking at 

the usage rates, but some residents want the water to flow from other angles as well. 

Some of the residents here say that they have street animals and that these animals 

drink water from that fountain, so they want the flow of water to be continuous. In 

addition, residents with children also said that children wanted to use the fountain, 

that they wanted their children to wash their hands after their games and plays. In the 

interviews with children, they expressed that this fountain is used in water games and 

that’s why they want fountain to flow. There are complaints and wishes of some 

residents about the fountain, even though they want it to flow. They ask that the 

water of the fountain is complained of being filthy and they want the conditions of 

fountain to be suitable for health conditions. They also said that the children gives 
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damage to the fountain very much, wrote the writings on the façade of the fountain, 

constantly broke the faucets of the fountain so they demanded that the fountain 

should go through regular care. 

The majority of residents (14 people, 82%) think that the experience of the square 

and its surroundings has not changed over the period they are here, even though 

some things and residents change in the square when they were asked whether the 

experience of the square and its surroundings has changed over the period they are 

here. They stated that, the vehicles and the rubbishes in the area are increasing in 

terms of certain points. 

The 2 person over 3 who think that the experience in the square has changed due to 

the change of the residents’ profile, the ones who come the area with the migration. 

One person believes that neighborhood relations were stronger, that people were 

mutually trusted each other and that everybody was entering and leaving each other's 

homes comfortably in old times but now this is not the case. 

It was found in previous analyzes that a large proportion of the women in the 

household were housewives. When these women were asked where they spent their 

days in the summer months, they were commonly seemed to be sitting in front of the 

door. Even if the buildings have courtyards or balconies and they are actively using 

them, the women prefer the front door to socialize. Surveys indicated that the 12 

women from all the household were actively sitting in front of the door. The 3 

households said that they used the balconies or courtyards primarily, but they also sat 

in front of the door with their neighbors. 2 households never use the infront of the 

door. 

When the neighborhood relationship of Parmak Çeşme and its surroundings is 

examined, it is seen that neighborhood relations are generally good. Although the 

closeness changed for various reasons in the analyzes made, all residents stated that 

they fulfill the requirements of being a neighbor sufficiently for their neighbors. 

These neighborhood requirements have been stated as being respectful to each other, 

saluting and asking for help, helping each other with minor deficiencies and needs, 

celebrating good times (wedding, birth, circumcision) and supporting each other on 

bad days. In general, although there is no problem between the neighbors, the degree 

of closeness is changing as mentioned. 6 households have expressed that there is not 
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much close between their neighbors. Half of these household are residents who 

prefer the garden or courtyard rather than in front of the door to sitting in summer 

times as mentioned earlier.1 household stated that even though she would go to front 

of the door, they would not get too close since she was working. Two households 

who appeared before the door but said they did not have a lot of closeness in their 

neighborship relations, told that there were visiting each other more like they used to. 

5 households expressed that neighborhood relations are good. Although these 

residents are not very close with all their neighbors, they express that they have 

certain neighbors and they see these neighbors almost every day. Finally, 6 

households expressed that neighborhood relations are very good. They said that most 

of the people around Parmak Çeşme Square are relatives, and they have a little bit 

more sincere neighbors and neighborhood relations than their neighbors who are 

closer by the influence of blood. They also stated that they would see their neighbors 

every day. 

At the very beginning of activities with neighbors is sitting in front of the door and 

organized the gold day once a month or weekly. In warm air, sitting in front of the 

door is more preferred. All of the residents stated that there is a custom of sitting in 

front of the door at Parmak Çeşme, as it is in other areas in Ayvalık. 

It was asked to determine the resident’s profile of the square and for this end, the 

residents of Parmak Çeşme Square were asked whether they were actively using the 

square and who uses the square most. There is a dilemma in the responses to whether 

or not to use the square actively, since it shows the diversity of the residents that they 

understand from using the square actively. A group of Parmak Çeşme residents 

stated that they were using the square and they were parking their vehicles. Another 

group has stated that other residents park their vehicles and therefore they can not 

actively use the square. The common point in these two groups is that although the 

parked cars and the custom of sitting in front of the door are extremely common, 

children are the ones who use the square the most. They used the square to play 

games like play ball, ride bicycles, play hide-and-seek and sometimes jump rope. 

The public has stated that there is no collective activity on Parmak Çeşme Square. 

Residents who say that collective events such as wedding associations were held in 

empty areas that block number is 644 and lot numbers are 50, 51, 52 and they have 
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stated that they have been given wedding dinner in the square but no more collective 

activities are held. Yaşar Gümüşgül, born in 1937, states that the usage of the square 

in the past was also very different. They said they were having a lot of celebrations in 

the square especially in bairam. 

İrem Tuzcuoğlu, owner of the household with the number of 8, stated that the people 

of the square were not sufficiently integrated and did not use the square actively, and 

expressed various opinions on this subject. Tuzcuoğlu said that two years ago, the 

elders, young, man and woman living in the Pazar Square in Cunda, had organized 

an activity in the square by bringing table, chairs and the food they had made from 

their house and it was a great opportunity for the cultural activities and to be unified 

every single person from every generation. Tuzcuoğlu, who witnessed this activity in 

Midilli Eressos, also expressed that she wanted to do this activity with his neighbors 

in Parmak Çeşme Square. 

The majority of residents of the Parmak Çeşme (62% of 10 people) find the 

neighborhood beautiful and valuable in terms of history. The reasons for living the 

Parmak Çeşme Square are that they are accustomed here and have memories and the 

fact that Parmak Çeşme has historic value, the neighborhood is good, the people 

understand, it is not crowded and the air is clean. In addition, the residents mentioned 

that the people other than those living here like this place and especially the people 

of Ayvalık who came from the cemetery used the Parmak Çeşme. 3 households 

stated that they liked the place they live when it is clean and well maintained and 

expressed that their biggest problems were filth and that the square was constantly 

neglected. They stated that the reason for this is the change of living style and 

neighborly relations.1 household is not satisfied with life in Parmak Çeşme Square 

and near surroundings. 

4 people (24%) said that there is no problem with municipal services in terms of 

municipal problems in the square. Those who said it used to say that there were 

water cuts but no longer had such a problem and that they are fulfilled the demands 

of the municipality. The rest of the residents have complaints in different issues. The 

biggest complaint is the garbage and filth. 11 households have said that are 

uncomfortable with this issue. The households said that the garbage is not collected 

so it smells, and that they could not walk in the streets because of the smell. They 
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also expressed that the square is very dirty. The other complaint is the lack of care 

and the deterioration of the pavement of streets and the square. Expressing that the 

streets are perforated, the residents said that the excavation works were done when 

the water pipe exploded in the streets, but after that the pavement were not repaired 

and the sand and stones deposits is leaved here (Figure 165,166). 2 household are 

disturbed by stray dogs. These household stated that these dogs were dangerous and 

bitten people. They did not go out because they were afraid of these dogs. One owner 

had complained about noise and transportation. 

 

 

Figure 164: Problems in Pavements of the Square 

 

Figure 165: Problems in Pavements of the Square 
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When the residents of the Parmak Çeşme were asked what they can do for the better 

use of the square and what they demanded from the municipality, first of all the 

vehicles are requested to be removed. In the meantime, it is requested that the roads 

which are damaged by excavation work should be repaired. In addition to removing 

the vehicles, one household owner has been recommended to close the Parmak 

Çeşme Square to traffic. One of the household who demanded the increasing of the 

green area and flowering, suggested removal of concrete raised area in front of the 

doors and they said that fronts of the door should be identified with flowers instead. 

The people who live in the area also suggested that the Parmak Çeşme should flow 

continuously. They also requested sitting units that will increase the socialization in 

front of the doors, and they suggested that the square can be used as a children's park. 

Some household stated that children loves and play with slope of square and 

childrens stated that when they ride a bicycle, this scope is the potential inclination to 

play. Besides the physical demands of the people of Parmak Çeşme, there have also 

social desires. Residents who want to increase the neighborhood relations and 

demanded neighborhood meetings (Table 6). 

Table 6: Demands of Residents From Rehabilitation Project 

 

When the people of Parmak Çeşme are asked what should be changed and what 

should not be changed in the square, it has been stated that in general, the square and 

Parmak Çeşme should not be changed. People of area want the water of Parmak 
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Çeşme to flow all the time, but the people want to change the faucet. Unfortunately, 

it has been stated that cars that have become part of the square should be removed. In 

addition, the change of the square’s pavement and replacement of it with the 

historical texture which is in harmony are requested. 

Some households stated that the altered facades should be changed to back their 

authentic and that the stone buildings should not be painted. Some residents wanted 

to change of the space in front of the door. 

All households indicated that they would want to be involved in joint work with the 

municipality for the rehabilitate of the Parmak Çeşme Square and its surroundings. In 

the case of such project, they stated that the roof is the place that requires 

intervention most in the house. After the roof, plaster and painting were demanded 

the most. 
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CHAPTER 4 

 
 

EVALUATION AND PROPOSAL FOR THE NEAR SURROUNDING OF 

PARMAK ÇEŞME SQUARE 

 

 

 

In the light of the information that coming from Chapter 2 and 3, the Parmak Çeşme 

Square is evaluated in this chapter. Beside the overall assessments made on values, 

problems and potentials; principals are determinated and a proposal is produced both 

for the open and built-up areas, accordingly main strategies and actions are defined 

for implementation of project. 

4.1. Evaluation of the Parmak Çeşme Square: Overall Assessments, Values, 

Problems,  and Potentials  

In this part, the overall assessments on values, potentials, and problems of the 

Parmak Çeşme Square is made according to information presented in Chapter 3, 

entitled ‘Characteristics Of Parmak Çeşme Square And Its Near Surroundings’, to 

form basis of the 4.2. Proposal for the Parmak Çeşme Square section and principals 

are stated. 

Overall Assessmets of Parmak Çeşme Square 

Parmak Çeşme square is evaluated in four titles such as location, open areas, built up 
areas, and social. 

 Location 

Parmak Çeşme Square is in south periphery of the Ayvalık and boundered by forest 

line. Stream bed that close the square, Yedi Kuyular area and fountains form the 

water network in this region of the settlement and the Parmak Çeşme was and stil is 
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an important part of this water network today. Depending on the water network, there 

are orchards that are big irregular shaped lots use for the vegetation and they are part 

of the area.   

 Open Areas 

The Parmak Çeşme Square on the south periphery of the city is a 'neighbourhoud 

common' because it is an urban space that was not intentionally designed as a square 

during its formation and is only used by the surrounding inhabitants of the buildings, 

not the entire city. 

The other open space in the study area are courtyards and gardens. The size and 

number of the courtyards and gardens are bigger in the Parmak Çeşme 

neighbourhood compare to the rest of Ayvalık. 

 Built-up Areas 

The buildings surrounding the square are generaly houses that were built in 

traditional techniques and materials and used as houses. The most of the buildings 

are built in stone masonry system with the plastered and painted. The buildings have 

no structural problems, only material decay and deterioration is seen in general and 

building condition is fair in the square. Plan and facade organization of the building 

in Parmak Çeşme Square are similar to each other and other buildings in Ayvalık. 

The most of the traditional residential buildings in square are the smallest houses in 

Ayvalık which were probably built by the lower income groups. In the houses around 

Parmak Çeşme Square, the entrance is from one side of the facade and has changed 

circulation direction. But three of traditional residential buildings are have wider 

facades. But two of them do not confirm to the traditional features of Ayvalık houses 

as they have been subjected to intensive mass changes. Most obvious changes are 

mass additions. Also, there are some changes in the window sizes. Generally, on 

ground floor, the windows become wider. Wet spaces are problem for houses 

according to dimention and finishing condition. 
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 Social Profiles and Their Demands 

Gender distribution is balanced and the average age is 40. Most inhabitants are over 

65 years old and the population density is low. Inhabitants are generally the owners 

of the houses, and they are belong to from lower and/or middle income group.   

Neighborhood relations are very good. Also, there are affinity relations in the 

neighbourhood and some people who lived childhood in Parmak Çeşme is still living 

in square after they get married.  

Many of the inhabitants are happy living around the square and their houses but their 

kitchens and bathrooms are not satisfactory in providing contemporary standarts. 

Also, they want Parmak Çeşme to flow continuously, and square to be restricted for 

cars that used as a car park today. They want Parmak Çeşme Square to be designed 

as a playing area for children and a gathering place for everyone to socialize. 

Values of Parmak Çeşme Square 

The significance of the Parnak Çeşme Square is its social structure. As stated in the 

social analysis section, a large majority of the families settled here since compulsory 

exchange have continued to live here future. The fact that the people who spend their 

childhood here continue to live here and the marriages between the neighbors and the 

great majority of the inhabitants of the neighbourhood are related to each other. 

Considering that the users in historic urban section of Ayvalık is changed to a wider 

extend both new users that immigrants from big cities like İstanbul, Ankara and 

İzmir. But this change did not affected Parmak Çeşme Square and untouched social 

texture of  the Parmak Çeşme Square is the important social values of the region. 

Also, Parmak Çeşme square and its surrounding has a documentation value. As 

explained in detail in the Historical Development of Ayvalık and Its Open Spaces, 

there are traces in the region describing the historical development of the city. 

Especially after the 1970s, the square which shows the changes of the city history is 

a document of the older life of the city. 

When we look at the location and surroundings of the area, it is in the southern 

entrance of the city, in the Yedikuyular Region. Being in relation with the water 
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network, and the presence of the forest area in the south makes the area significant 

and valuable. Also the square, defined by the Parmak Çeşme and the surrounding 

traditional buildings, also has a value for the region and Ayvalık. 

Each of the traditional buildings in the Parmak Çeşme Square with Parmak Çeşme is 

a value in itself. These buildings, which make up the area, and especially Parmak 

Çeşme Square has age value. Parmak Çeşme Square buildings are simple and plain 

in terms of ornament and richness in architectural elements compared to traditional 

Ayvalık buildings, but they have group value. Also when we look at the plan 

organization of building number 36, there is no space in the back facade and all the 

volumes are looking at the front facade. When compare with the traditional Ayvalık 

buildings according to plan organization, the building with the number of 36 is 

distinguished and it is unique. 

Since the beginning of the 19th century, the region has also hosted many Rum and 

Turkish people and has many memories in it. Nowadays, neighbors’ relations are 

good, and accordingly the custom of sitting in front of the doors is the value of the 

area which makes it a gathering place for the neighbours. 

Problems of Parmak Çeşme Square 

Problems of Parmak Çeşme Square are grouped in two as the problems of open areas 

and built up areas. 

Problems of Open Areas 

Physical problems; 

 - The Parmak Çeşme is buried due to the slope of the square, and for this 

reason it loses the emphasis on the square. 

 -A courtyard wall built infront of some of the buildings, then some parts of 

the public squar used as if it is a private courtyard and/or garden. 

 - The elevented pavement in front of the buildings are not in harmony with 

the square interms of design and material. 

 - There is decay and deterioration on the pavement of the square like stone 

loss in some areas, debris and deposits of earth and stone, and growth of biological 
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organism like shallow rooted plants, alga, moss, or lichen in pavement of the square, 

near the buildings and Parmak Çeşme. 

Functional Problems; 

 -The square is used by car owners as a parking area. In addition to these 

vehicles, during the site survey in 19 October 2016, junk car was seen beside the 

Parmak Çeşme and it was learned that this vehicle had been there for years. It was 

seen that this vehicle was removed on April 2017. 

Problems of Buil-up Areas 

The main problem of the built-up areas is unsufficiency of wet spaces inside the 

dwellings. The problems about wet spaces are like that; 

 -Lack of installation (Electricity and water installation is missing) 

 -The finishing condition of the kitchen is poor 

 -The finishing condition of the bathroom and toilet is poor 

 -The dimention of the bathroom and toilet is inadequate 

 -The bathroom and toilet is accessed through kitchen 

 -Material problems (Surface cracks and loss of plaster)  

 - Structural problems (Staircase)  (Tablo 7) 



262 
 

 

Figure 166: Parmak Çeşme Square 

Table 7: Problems of Buildings 

 

According to Table 7 which was prepared based on the buildings that can be entered 

into it encountered common problems are the sanitary condition problems and mostly 

there are problems with bathroom. The common problem in the bathrooms is the 
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inadequacy of their dimensions and the fact that their enterance is from the kitchen. 

Material problems in the buildings can be considered as another problem, but the 

deterioration which does not carry structural risk such as surface cracks, loss of tiles 

and plaster mostly belongs to the bathroom and toilets. The physical conditions of 

bathrooms and kitchens with finishing problems are also a problem for Parmak 

Çeşme buildings. 

Apart from the mentioned intervening problems above, buildings have lost their 

authentic architectural elements and this is also seen as a problem. 

Besides, the fact that the upper floors of buildings of 10 and 41 in the area are 

collapse is a problem in terms of breaking the mass organization of the area. 

In addition to the buildings in the area, the problems of Parmak Çeşme, the fountain 

itself are as follows; 

 -Loss of mortar is observed on the walls of the Parmak Çeşme. It is observed 

that the water that accumulates in the lagoon is flooting sincewater drainage is 

blocked due to trash and dirt. This water causes the fountain to grow the biological 

organisms such as algae, moss, or lichen causing discolorations. In addition, it 

causes the streets to become muddy by overflowing to the street. Due to 

environmental factors, there is material loss in surface and mortar losses on the 

facade of the fountain. Moreover, there are grafities on the wall of the fountain. 

There is no faucet on fountain, there is a plastic pipe instead and it is claimed that 

the faucet is constantly broken. 

 -Flow of Parmak Çeşme does not show any order and it changes seasonally. 

In addition, during the observations in the area, it was learned that the people who 

lived there had done the tests and that the final results showed that the water of the 

fountain is microbial, not potable. 
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Figure 167: Kitchens of Houses 
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Figure 168: Baths and WCs of Houses 
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Potentials of Parmak Çeşme Square 

The potentials of Parmak Çeşme Square can be difined into four groups: location, 

open areas, built up areas and social. 

The location of the Parmak Çeşme Square is an important potential source. In the 

southern periphery of the city, relation with the water network and orchard is an 

important potential for the squares. Moreover, the fact that the area is located in the 

lower income area of the city economically is regarded as a potential because it is an 

element that will delay the gentrification effect that may arise as a result of the 

proposed project. 

When the potential of open areas is examined, it is seen that the greatest potential is 

Parmak Çeşme Square itself. While the urban texture of Ayvalık, which is a 19th 

century city, forms the streets which is formed by adjacent structures and building 

facades, the open spaces in the city are the most important potentials for the city. 

Moreover, the presence of a highlighting element such as the Parmak Çeşme in the 

square is going to enhance the potential of the area further. 

Parmak Çeşme Square buildings have a garden regardless of their size and it is a 

potential for the buildings. Most of the Parmak Çeşme buildings have a garden and 

the garden is the most common solution of the most common problem of buildings 

(wet spaces) in Parmak Çeşme Square with additional mass that can be made. 

The buildings in the area are the smallest and modest buildings of the city. While this 

situation, which can be perceived as a problem, does not seem to be a problem for 

the residents of Parmak Çeşme, the small size of the houses is a potential to reduce 

the gentrification effect which may occur as a result of the proposed project. 

One of the most important potentials of these buildings is that they directed towards 

the square, and their front facades are open.  

Although the proportion of the new structures in the area are large according to the 

the traditional buildings, the height of new buildings is a potential as it is not 

distorting the three-dimensional perception of the square. New buildings also 

conforms to the façade organization and opening proportion of the traditional 

buildings 

Even though Parmak Çeşme Square residents do not actively use the square, 

neighborhood relations are very strong and they continue to sit in front of the door. 
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In addition, the high level of kinship relationships among the residents in the area is 

an important potential as it positively influencing the sustainability of the area, as a 

social gathering place. 

Principal Decisions for Conservation and Rehabilitation of Parmak Çeşme 

Square 

In the light of information made on Parmak Çeşme Square, some principal decisions 

are developed for theconservation of Parmak Çeşme Square and buildings shaping it. 

Then a Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and surrounding area is 

proposed by the auther according to these principal decisions. But it is thought that 

other design solutions can be developed by the use of the principle decisions defined 

here. 

Principal decisions are grouped into two as ones about Parmak Çeşme Square and 

ones about buildings shaping the square. 

Principal Decisions for Conservation and Rehabilitation of Parmak Çeşme Square; 

Aspects aiming conservation and consideration of the social group living around 

Parmak Çeşme Square; 

 -Square should be designed as a social space that residents can use actively. 

In this way social structure which may be counted as the important value of the 

square should be sustained. 

 -Residents in this area should keep staying. 

 -Lifestyles and wishes of residents should be taken into consideration while 

designing the square. 

 -Current uses of the square should be remained as they release potentials of 

the square. 

Decisions on conservation of physical aspects, values of the Parmak Çeşme Square; 

 - Relation between square and streets defining the square should be remained. 

 - Square should be designed in a way that it can be perceived as one and with 

a holistic approach.  
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 - Car park problem should be solved.   

 -Different user profiles and daily and seasonal usage of the square 

should be taken into consideration while designing the square. It was 

determined that children use the square most actively as analysis results. 

Children in square are grouped as 0-12 aged and 12-18 aged. It can be 

observed that, while children younger than 12 are playing with toys in the 

area, older ones prefer riding bikes. While designing the square, safe playing 

areas should be created for both two groups.  

 -Other active users of the square are women. Women residents which 

are mostly housewives spend most of their times in front of their houses, in 

spaces privatized by raising floors or building walls on square sides. Even if 

this potential value is getting lost in Ayvalık, the custom that sitting in front 

of the door should be taken into account while designing the square. Special 

design criteria are defined for spaces in front of houses used by women. 

These spaces, generally privatized by raising the floor, is an important part of 

this ‘women sitting in front of their houses’ custom, and they contribute to 

the square since they provide passage between square and houses, so this 

spaces are potential for the square, on the other hand, material and design of 

this spaces are incompatible with the square, so this spaces should be 

redesigned compatible with the square in a holistic approach.  

 -In building number 41, nearly added garden walls occupy an area 

from square area illegally. This garden wall should be pulled down but an 

area can be allocated for the use of the house numbered 41 by a more 

transparent design by raising the floor like in the examples which keep being 

a part of the square and serving ‘women sitting in front of their houses’ at the 

same time. In addition to that below given principles should be provided us 

it’s the design projects. 

 - Children, elderly and disabled should be taken into consideration and 

an accessible design should be applied in the area. 

 - Sunlight changing during day should be taken into consideration 

while designing the square. 
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Principal Decisions for for conservation and rehabilitation of buildings that 

define Parmak Çeşme Square; 

 -Unlike the definition of street rehabilitation in the legislation, the 

buildings should be considered as a whole. All the physical and sanitary 

condition problems related with the facade and interiors of the buildings 

should be solved providing minimum contemporary living standarts. 

 -The interventions in the buildings should be directed to the problems 

and the solutions should be produced with minimum intervention. 

 -Usage of the plot will not be allowed outside of the residence, so 

damage of the social fabric will be avoided. 

 Traditional Buildings: 

 -The mass additions that disrupt the facade and plan organization of the 

buildings should be removed. 

 -The proportion and dimensions of the openings in the buildings should be 

redesigned considering their harmony with the traditional characteristics of the 

traditional houses. 

 -Coatings and unqualified attachments (air conditioning, cables) on the 

building façade creating visual pollution should be removed. 

 -The fact that the construction material of all the buildings is undetectable and 

that the area is located in a low economic zone and that the architecture is simple, 

suggests that even if the building materials are stone, the facades do not have a 

regular masonry. Therefore it is suggested that the structures should be plastered. If a 

regular stone wall pattern which was originally unplastered, encountered during the 

application, these houses can be left unplastered. 

 -In the buildings, in proper conditions of the wet spaces, which are identified 

as the biggest problem, should be intervened first. During this intervention, the 

original façade and plan organization of the buildings should not be changed. The 

problematic wet spaces can be solved with mass additions to be done in the 
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courtyards or gardens. If the wet space is in the garden or courtyard, the physical 

conditions and dimensions, if deemed necessary, should be changed. New mass 

additions in to the courtyards (except building number 36) will not be perceived from 

the streets as the courtyards are behind buildings. 

 -All wet spaces should be adapted to the contemporary requirements interms 

of size and physical condition. Natural ventilation and lighting should be preferred. 

 -Direct access to the bathrooms is provided from the kitchen is one of the 

problems of the people living in the area. If possible this problem should be solved; 

otherwise a betterdesign solution for an easy access to the bathroom should be 

suggested. 

 -New architectural elements proposed should not imitate authentic 

architectural elements of Ayvalık houses. The use of traditional materials in the 

architectural elements is recommended. 

 -The use of window balustrades should be provided in the ground floors of 

the buildings as it is an architectural requirement. Other architectural elements such 

as shelters and shutters can be proposed with a new design not imitating originals.  

 New Buildings: 

 -The existing new buildings are in harmony with the traditional building in 

general in terms of opening proportion. However, there are contrary situations. So, in 

such new buildings, opening proportions which are not in harmony with traditional 

texture will be changed. 

 -Unqualified additions made on the façade of the traditional buildings (air 

conditioning, cables) should be also removed. 

 -The ground floors of the new buildings have balustrades because of 

architectural necessities, but they are considered to be incompatible with the square, 

and therefore to the ground floors of the new constructions, balustrades should be 

offered. If necessary, other architectural elements such as shelters and shutters can be 

designed without imitating traditional ones. 
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4.2. Proposal for Parmak Çeşme Square 

In the end of the evaluations, the proposal is produced for Rehabilitation Project for 

Parmak Çeşme Square into the three groups: open areas, built up areas and atrategies 

and action plan. 

4.2.1 Proposal for Open Areas 

As it was mentioned in 4.1. Evaluation of the Parmak Çeşme Square: Overall 

Assessments, Values, Problems, and Potentials section, Parmak Çeşme square has a 

great value for Ayvalık, where narrow streets makes up the urban texture. Moreover, 

the area is one of the greatest potentials to be an urban space. 

The aim of the Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme square and near surrounding 

is; 

-To provide social integration, 

-To improve the communication and interaction between residents and to improve 

social relations by giving vitality and movement to social life, 

- To ensure the participation of children, youth, women and men of all ages to social 

life. 

In the project which is prepared in line with these aims, several steps were taken to 

solve the existing problems. The biggest problem of the square is the parking 

problem which directly affects its usage. As the car owners park their vehicles on the 

field, a large part of the square is occupied and it causes the outdoor area, where one 

of the biggest qualities of the squareis to socialize, to be disuse. This urban open 

space, where only the circulation area and the vehicles dominate, has lost its 

suitability for the social activities to be carried on. As a result of the social surveys 

which were conducted, it is seen that the biggest complaint of the residents of the 

region is parking vehicles and they want to remove the vehicles. For this reason, it is 

not allowed to park the car in the Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square 

and near surrounding. Researchs have shown that the active users are women and 

children. Residents’ the biggest expectations are the places where women can sit and 

talk and where children can play games. This expectation was taken into account and 

areas, where children can play, and social areas, where women can perform their 

routines, created. 



272 
 

At the beginning of the physical problems of the Parmak Çeşme Square is the fact 

that the Parmak Çeşme is buried because of the slope of the square and the loss of 

emphasis. The slope that is the source of the problem has been used as a tool to solve 

the existing problems in the proposed rehabilitation project. In the rehabilitation 

project, the slope of the square is arranged and some part of the square is terraced so 

the car access is resitricted with this arrangement and Parmak Çeşme is saved from 

the buried state. Also different play areas are desinged for different age level with the 

level and material differences. The social areas are created in front of the doors for 

the residents of the square, especially for woman.  

First of all, 3 walking axis are created in the square. These axis, which continue in 

front of the structures, are covered with the same material (big cube stone) as the 

existing street material in order to create the integrity with the streets defining the 

square. The first road is asloping road ( 6% ) and the second and third roads are flat 

roads that are terraced with three steps. The areas between these axis are also 

terraced for using different purposes and differentiated from these axis as material 

(Figure 170). 

Parmak Çeşme is between the first and second roads and Parmak Çeşme and near 

surroundings is on the same level with these roads and Parmak Çeşme Street. This 

area covered with cast concrete so the special area is created in front of the Parmak 

Çeşme.  

The area behind the Parmak Çeşme located between first and second roads is 

designed as playground for children aged 3-12. This area with sloping surface (3,5%) 

is lower than the axis around it (max. 50 cm). The area is covered with pebble 

stonesthat is suitable for children to play and is suitable in all seasons(Figure 170). 

When the game elements for the children's play area are designed, they are inspired 

by granit rocks of Kozak Highland in Bergama as seen in Figure 172. The fact that 

these rocks are natural elements in the same nature as Ayvalık and they are 

interesting with its sculpturesque position has been the reason for using in children's 

playground. According to Project, these rocks are placed in the field, hollowed and 

connect to each other with wooden elements and bridges. In addition, it is planned to 

mount climbing feet and ropes on the surface of the rocksfor children to climb. 
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The area between first and second axis behind the playground is inclined (4%) in 

different levels and free space is created where the neighbourhods can do collective 

activities and children of all ages can play. This area is covered with cast concrete 

like the front of the Parmak Çeşme. 

During the site survey, it was observed that almost every child who lives in the 

Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area has bycle. In interviews with 

children, they stated that enjoy the riding bicycles on the slope of the square and they 

request sloped areas and level differences to riding bicyle. It is aimed to create areas 

where cycling, skating and skateboarding in consideration of these request in 

rehabilitation project. The second and third axis are connected by ramps (4,4%) and 

this space is designed as an activity area for older children to cycling, skating and 

skateboarding. This area is also a cast concrete. In addition, two trees is placed in this 

area because there was no green area in the square (Figure 170, 171). 

In addition to these, two different approaches have been developed for the areas in 

front of the door which are problematic in the square. The garden wall is demolished 

and the area is added to the square in building 41 that infront of the building turned 

into a private area with the garden wall. Since the elevated areas in front of the 

buildings are part of the squares with sitting in front of the door custom and they are 

passage betweenbuildings and square. Also the areas give the spatial contribution to 

square so these areas conserv in the project but due to material and design problems, 

it is designed to be compatible with the square. 

The levels of elevated areas is changed according to level of square to accessibility. 

It is handled holistically and planned that these areas are also walking route along 

whole building facades. The sitting unit is designed in front of the buildings, near the 

doors.  

Proposal for open areas in Rehabilitation Project aimed to reach the solution with 

minimum intervention. For this reason, the spaces are created with material and level 

differences to use for different purposes and different users profiles. It is considered 

that the level differences can be easily accessible and that there is no level difference 

that could create danger. 



278 
 

 

 

Figure 171: Granit Rocks of Kozak Highland in Bergama 
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4.2.2 Proposal for Built-up Areas 

It is an important value that the unity of the Parmak Çeşme buildings, one of the 

simplest examples of traditional Ayvalık houses, has created an urban open space; 

Parmak Çeşme Square. These structures are the combination of examples of the most 

simple and modest traditional houses of traditional Ayvalik buildings in terms of 

facade and plan organization. 

There are three basic problems related with the buildings of the area. The first one is 

that collapsed upper floors of the building is incompatible with the mass order of the 

area.The second one is that enlargement of openings and alterations of facades with 

mass suffixes are incompatible with the area in terms of the facade organization and 

the third problem is the wet space problems.  

In the first problem, the intervention is suggested for only façade, not including 

interior. In the second problem, the intervention is also suggested for façade so the 

first two interventions are exterior (façade) interventions. These two are seperated 

each other for priorty but they have similar feature like intervention of architectural 

elements so after providing a holistic texture in the façade and mass organization, the 

same intervention is suggested for these two problems. In the third problem, the 

intervention is suggested for plan organizations. 

There are two buildings that have suffered mass loss in the field. In 3.2. Case Study: 

Near Surroundings of Parmak Çeşme Square section the theoretical restitution of 

these buildings were made and, the mass and façade organization of these buildings 

was determinated according to these informations.  

The buildings with number 10, which is one of these buildings and its the upper floor 

was destroyed with  the adjacent mass addition.Today in place of this one-storey 

building,originally there was two buildings with two floors and for this reason, the 

building number 10 is designed as two building with two floors. These buildings are 

group A so, the main entrances that is 100x220 cm of these two buildings are on one 

side of the facade (Door opening of number 10 is protected). There is a window 

opening next to the ground floor door both two buildings.In the second floor of these 

buildings, there are two windows that are 80x125 cm in the direction ground floor 

openings.  
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Another building whose mass organization is disturbed due to mass loss is building 

with number 41. The upper floor of the building was destroyed and the façade 

organization was changed so the building is designed with two floors and the 

opening is changed. The entrance door opening is protected and instead of existing 

window opening, the three window openings that are 70x120 cm are added in the 

ground floor. One of these opening is the in the left of the entrance and two of these 

openings are in the right of the entrance. Also there are four window openings that 

are 75x150 cm.  

The other problem is the alterations of the facades. The buildings that are defined the 

square is evaluated together according to mass and façade organization of the 

traditional Ayvalık texture. The buildings mostly compatible with each others and 

the rest of the traditional texture of the city but in some buildings, there are 

alterations in the locations and dimentions of the openings and these alteretions is 

intervented in the project. The intervention of the openings of the façade is suggested 

for the buildings with number 6,7,9,18,19, and 35.  

As a mentioned in Chapter 3.2., window openings on the ground floors of buildings 

with the numbers of 6, 7,9, and 10 have been enlarged so the windows is becomed 

proper proportion depending on the façade proportion and the information in Chapter 

2.1.  (The buildings in the Parmak Çeşme are not single storey high, they are two 

storey height so when the compare of the opening of the Parmak Çeşme square with 

the traditional residential buildings in Chapter 2.1., the information about first floor 

of the traditional residential buildings is used for the Parmak Çeşme buildings’ 

ground floor, the information about second floor of the traditional residential 

buildings is used for the Parmak Çeşme buildings’ first floor). 

The window openings are becomed 80 x125 cm in building with 6 and 9, 70x 120 cm 

in building 7 and 10. The entire window opening of building with the number of 18 

has been enlarged so the window opening is becomed 70 x120 cm on the ground 

floor and window openings are 75x150 cm in first floor depending on the same 

criterias.  
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In the building with the number of 19, the window width on the ground floor was 

enlarged, the two windows on the upper floor were closed and a larger window was 

opened in the middle so the window opening is 70x120 cm on the ground floor and 

two window openings that are 75 x150 cm are suggested in first floor instead of the 

larger window in the middle. In the building with number 35, there is no change in 

openings because the building is addition of the building with number 36. Also the 

wet space intervention is suggested for the building so the façade intervention is 

related with wet space intervention. So the existing window opening is closed and 

the new two opening that are 120x 45 cm are added to building with number 35 

depending on the intervention of the wet space. 

After the arrangement of the façade organization, the architectural elements are 

suggested for the traditional buildings in the main area.   

The traditional entrance doors are double winged wooden doors with railings in front 

of inner windows. In the project the new desingned double wings wood door with the 

railings is suggested for the traditional buildings. The form and material come from 

the traditional doors but in the new doors are simpler without ornament. Also vertical 

railings are suggested differenty the horizontal railings. In the new building, the door 

that is metal of the same desing is suggested (Figure 173). 
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Figure 172: The new door 
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The main entrance door was in the niche and was reached by staircase with two or 

three steps in traditional residential Ayvalık buildings. This situation is the tool for 

the emphasizing the door but in the Parmak Çeşme buildings, there is no main 

entrance alcoves. In the project, the shelter that is traditional architectural elements 

of the Ayvalık is suggested to emphasize the main entrance door. The shelter is made 

by metal and covers the doors. In some doors that are side by side, the only shelter is 

used.  

The traditional windows of the Ayvalık are made of wood with double wings and 

partitioned. In the project different than the traditional windows, the wood with 

single integral window is suggested. Because the dimention of the traditional Parmak 

Çeşme buildings and window openings are smaller than the traditional Ayvalık 

buildings  both in ground and first floors of the traditional buildings including shops 

with the number 20 (Figure 174).  

There were balustrades that called sardunyalık in the ground and first floors; there 

were wooden shutters in the upper floors in traditional residential buildings in 

Ayvalık. In the Parmak Çeşme, there are altered balustrade in some buildings in 

ground and first floor. In rehabilitation project the new designed balustrade is 

suggested for the buildings in ground floor and for the new buildings to provide the 

integrity in the study area for architectural necessity. The new balustrade takes the 

inspiration from the traditional ones and interpreted with a modern approach. The 

form and material of the balustrade come from the traditional examples but the 

horizontal elements are dominant in new balustrade different from the traditional 

(Figure174). The wooden shutters is not suggested for the upper floors because the 

most of the building façade looks the north and the trees that are suggested in project 

will protect the buildings that has south facade to sun. 

In addition the intervention of architectural elements, the all roofs are maintained. 

Also there are some interventions for the surface of the façade. All unqualified 

additions on the façade surface like cables, air condition equipments, lamps and 

ceramic or stone cladding is removed and all buildings including new ones are 

painted in the existing colour. 
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Figure 173: The new balustrade and window 

The color of the new buildings in building with number 10   is inspired of the 

building 10 colour and the colours of Ayvalık traditional buildings. Stone facades 

such as building with number 20 and 36 are maintained. In building with 20, stone 

loss are completed and the the mortor is filled in necessary area (in Figure 86) and in 

building with 36, the cement plaster in lower part of the façade is removed and the 

mortor is filled in necessary area (in Figure 170, 171). 

Also Parmak Çeşme is intervented. All façade of the fountain is cleaned from 

biological attack and deposits like graffiti. Also mortar loss exists in all façades so 

the mortar is filled in missing part and lately at the concrete skeletal ceiling is 
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removed and covered with stone. Also the floating of Parmak Çeşme is regulated and 

a new faucet is added to the Parmak Çeşme. 

The other intervention is defined for wet spaces. Wet space is the common problem 

of the Parmak Çeşme Square buildings’ and the rest of the Ayvalık. In this project 

wet space intervention is not suggested for all buildings, it is suggested only two 

buildings. While selecting these two buildings, the criterias that mentioned in 4.2.3. 

is used. The first building is numbered 36 that is only registered building in the area 

and the second building is numbered 19 whose owners living in the area for 

generations. 

In the building with number 36, a wet space is added into the auxiliary building (35). 

The kitchen is entered in the living room and the courtyard and the batroom is 

entered in the kitchen. The basic problem of the wet space in building with the 

number 36 is that the dimention of the bathroom and toilet is inadequate, the 

bathroom and toilet is reached from kitchen and the material problem (Figure 175).  

The project is aimed to solve the existing problems of wet spaces and create more 

functional dimentions in the kitchen, bathrom and the courtyard. The building has 

courtyard and this situation created potential to solve the dimention problem about 

the bathroom. Also with the new design, the location of the bathroom problem is 

solved. The kitchen related the courtyard directly, for this reason the courtyard is 

redesigned with the newly introduced wet spaces.  

There are two alternative solution is suggested. In both alternatives, the batroom is 

same and the alternatives change the relationship of kitchen and courtyard. To solve 

the location of the bathroom, batroom is placed in front of the living room, so it 

become easily accessible. The dimention of the batroom that is 160x300 cm is 

designed according to today’s requirements. In the opposite of the door, there is 

bathtub that is 160 cm x 80 cm and the window openings that is 120x60 cm on the 

bathtub. In the right façade of the door, there is a bench that is 140x60 cm with wash 

basin and washing machine and the closet. The area between living room and 

bathroom is used as depot with a cupboard that is 145x40 cm. Next to the bathroom, 

the kitchen with on L shaped bench is located. Also, there is a window opening that 
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is 120x60 cm on the square façade. The differences between alternatives are the 

dimention and accecibility of the kitchen. 

In alternative 1 given in Figure 175, the kitchen is 450x400 cm and there is a door 

opening between the bedroom and the kitchen. In the 2nd alternative shown in Figure 

176, the kitchen is 450x310 cm. The bedroom door is transformed to window again, 

at it was before opened the courtyard. In these two alternatives, the connection with 

the courtyard becomes transperant. There is a folding glass screen and so the direct 

connection with the courtyard is created when the residents want. 
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Figure 174: Current Situation of Building with Number 36 
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Figure 175: Alternative 1for wet space of building with number 36 
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Figure 176: Alternative 1for wet space of building with number 36 

In the building with number 19, there is the wet space in addition mass in the back of 

the building. The kitchen is entered from the living room and the batroom is accessed 

from the kitchen. The basic problem of the wet spaces in building with the number 

19 is lack of installation (electricity and water installation is missing), the physical 

condition of the kitchen is poor, the physical condition of the bathroom and toilet is 

poor, the dimentions of the bathroom and toilet is inadequate, the bathroom and toilet 

is reached from kitchen, and there are material problems (Figure 178). 
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The project is aimed to solve the existing problems. Lack of installation and finishing 

are solved with the intervention. The other problems that are related with physical 

and dimentional condition of the wet spaces are solved with new plan organization. 

The building has a courtyard and this situation creates the potentials to solve the 

dimentional problems about the wet spaces. The dimention of the kitchen (420x275 

cm) is evaluated as the adequate for today’s requirements but in the project a dining 

space is added to the kitchen (640 x275 cm) to make it more functional and setting 

good relationship with the courtyard. The kitchen door that is opened later period is 

slided and thus, the kitchen is divided two parts. Right part of the kitchen with the L 

spahed bench is used for kitchen equipments and the left of the kitchen (addition 

part) is used for dining. The connection with the courtyard becomes transperant. 

There is a folding glass screen and so the direct connection with the courtyard is 

created when the residents want. 

 Depending on the plan organization, the location of the bathroom is not changed but 

with the newly created axis in the direction of the bathroom with the changing the 

kitchen door. This is not solving the problem totally but, the design makes the 

accessibility of the bathroom become more available.The bathroom  consist of two 

spaces (190x130 cm + 165x130 cm) as shown in Figure 179. The total dimention of 

the space is adequate but the dimention of seperetad spaces is inadequate for today’s 

requirements so the single space (370 cm x 130 cm) is suggested for the bathroom. In 

the opposite of the door, there is a bench that is 140 cm x 60 cm with wash basin and 

washing machine, and the bathroom cupboard that is 150 cm x 40 cm is next to 

bench. In the courtyard façade, there is a bathtub that is 135 cm x 80 cm and the 

window opening that is 120 cm x 45 cm on the bathtub. (The coop that is next to the 

bathroom is removed for the natural ventilation and lighting.) In the kitchen façade, 

there is the closet. 
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Figure 177: Current Situation of Building with number 19 

 
Figure 178: Wet space of building with number 19 
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4.2.3. Strategies and Action Plan for Conservation of Parmak Çeşme Square  

Strategies have been developed to increase the positive effects of the rehabilitation 

project for Parmak Çeşme Square and surroundings prepared and to prevent negative 

effects, and an action plan has been prepared so that this project can be actuated. 

The aim of the Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and Its Surroundings 

is to improve the present condition of the square and its constituents in order to 

enhance the quality of life and social relations of the people living here and to ensure 

the continuity of this situation. For this reason, the expected results which the project 

can contribute to the area were investigated. Within this extention, strategies have 

been developed to ensure its sustainability within the scope of the project and to 

ensure the continuity of positive results for the area and to remove or minimize the 

effects that may have negative consequences. 

The monitoring is important for the rehabilitation project. After the project is 

completed, maintenance and repair of the project area should be done regularly in 

order to ensure continuity. The area, whose maintenance and repair have done, will 

continue to function since it can maintain its current condition. 

As it can be seen from the results of the rehabilitation of the urban historical areas, 

gentrification is an undesirable result of these interventions, but it is also inevitable 

up to a certain extend. As mentioned in the Recommendation Concerning the 

Safeguarding and Contemporary Role of Historic Areas, not disturbing social touch 

is the greatest goal, so strategies have been developed to minimize gentrification. 

The greatest potential for the minimization of gentrification in the area is that the 

people's neighborhood relations are highly developed and the families have been 

lived in the area for 3 generations of inhabitants and they have kinship ties with other 

family members. This is an indicator that the field gentrification effect may be less 

visible than it is in any other time. The fact that the vast majority of the households 

in the area are homeowners (95%) is also a great opportunity; since tenants are more 

affected from gentrification in case of intervention. 

The strongest potential to be used against gentrification which is the greatest threat to 

the social life in the square is the social togetherness bond in between the inhabitants 

of the area and therefore, proposals and strategies have been produced to protect and 

strengthen the existing characteristics the social life of the area. While the project 
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was being prepared, a design concept was developed to increase the among the 

residents and designs were developed for the continuation and increment of custom 

of sitting in front of the door which was lost in most of the traditional quarters of 

Ayvalık but still observed in the Parmak Çeşme Square and its envirnment. It is 

envisaged that the socialrelations that are already developed in the areas will be 

strengthened in the event of this project being put into effect. This is one of the 

produced strategies to prevent gentrification that may arise as a result of the project. 

Moreover, it was determined that the most important reason why the residents who 

were born in this square and who had spent their childhood here have chosen to live 

in this square is the memorative value in the square. It is aimed to make it a part of 

the life of the residents of Parmak Çeşme Square by saving social function. In 

addition, policies have been developed to encourage people to maintain their lives 

here in order to maintain continuity in the field, and for this reason, buildings which 

have been living here for generations have been given priority in the implementation 

of the project. 

The rehabilitation project for Parmak Çeşme square and surroundings has been 

divided into four phases as; 

1) Preliminary Design Phase 

2) Design Project Phase 

3) Application Phase 

4) Monitoring Phase 

 The Preliminary Design Phase includes analyzes in Chapter 3. Within this scope, it 

includes the examination of buildings that could not be entered, in the project area 

during field study. 

The Design Project Phase will include Chapter 4. In addition to the exemplary wet 

space interventions, the project will be developed for other buildings to improve the 

current situation of wet volumes, which is the biggest problem of traditional Ayvalık 

houses.  

The Application Phase is the stage of application of the proposed project to the 

Parmak Çeşme and to the square.  

The last, Monitoring Phase involves regular observation of the area in the short and 

long term to see the effects of the applied project. 



294 
 

In Preliminary Design Phase, officials of Preservation, Implementation and Control 

Bureaus (KUDEB) to be established by the Municipality of Ayvalık are expected to 

prepare permission documents like consent letters  in the area to interventions 

(Figure 180). 

The Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and Its Surroundings has been 

prepared within the scope of this thesis is consist of the large extent of desing project 

phases. In the design project phase, it is expected that proposed the interior 

intervention of bathroom and kitchen to other buildings except the two buildings that 

produced intervention in the thesis (Figure 180). 

In the application phase, application project of the rehabilitation project for Parmak 

Çeşme square and surroundings will be gone out to tender by Ayvalık Municipality's. 

In application phase, Parmak Çeşme, buildings and later open spaces interventions 

are priorities. The registered building (36) in the area, followed by unregistered 

historic buildings and, finally, new buildings are priorities in the buildings. In the 

case of the unregistered historic buildings, the houses with mass loss (10, 44) and the 

families living in the area for generations (7, 18, 19, and 20) should be given priority. 

It is expected that workers who are specialized in timber and stone work will assist 

during the application. In this process, normal workers will be employed alongside 

the wood and stone masters, and in order to include the people of the region in the 

selection of these workers, priority should be given to the residents who can work 

during the application providing that wages will be paid. Fahrettin Bey, who lives in 

building 12 and is a construction worker, may be a candidate for this example. The 

implementation period is expected to be regularly checked by KUDEB. 

After the implementation phase, KUDEB or Development Directorate of Ayvalık 

Municipality should check the project area in the short term and the long term to 

control whether the intended social and integrated environment is provided in the 

project (Figure 180). 

There are two tracks about financial support of the project. Firstly, it is planned that 

sponsorship for this organization will be provided from various sponsors and/or 

institutions which can take advantage of the financial resources, cultural sponsorship 

expenses from income and corporation tax discounts. It is understood that Boyner 
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Holding, Koç Holding, Sabancı Holding and Yırcalı Holding are investing in 

Ayvalık and they are thought to be able to sponsor this project. 

Secondly, besides the sponsorship activities, the same kind of cash and technical 

assistance is provided as it is stated in the Regulation Assistance for the Maintenance 

of Immovable Cultural Properties (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının Onarımına Yardım 

Sağlanmasına Dair Yönetmenlik). In collective applications, projects and 

applications of the buildings that are remained the immovable cultural properties, 

design of squares which defines the texture, urban furniture, projects and applications 

of lighting elements are carried out in accordance with the provisions of the 

conservation development plan if there is any in order to protect of the streets where 

the immovable property is to be provided as a whole. In addition, Assistance of 

contribution for the conservation of cultural heritage (Taşınmaz Kültür Varlıklarının 

Korunmasına Ait Katkı Payı Yardımı) and Toki Credits provide assistance for 

projects prepared for cultural asset. However, the certain conditions for registration 

of such aid are sought and for this reason the only registered building in the project 

area can be used for these resources.  

According to Regulation for Determination and Registration of Immovable Cultural 

and Natural Properties (Korunması Gerekli Taşınmaz Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarının 

Tespit ve Tescili Hakkında Yönetmelik), the registration means that immovable 

cultural and natural heritage in needs of protection. Again according to same 

regulation, the determination criterias for the registrarion of structure are intensity, 

architectural and historical integrity in the urban site.  

Considering these expressions, although in the Parmak Çeşme buildings are not 

registered listed  as the simplest and modest examples of traditional Ayvalık 

residential houses, they are distinguished from the Ayvalık urban pattern in that the 

buildings as a whole show intensity, architectural and historical integrity as well as 

the housing texture. The formation of an urban open space and the inclusion of a 

historical fountain given this area a significant characteristic puts this area in the 

category of those that need to be protected from cultural and natural assets as it is 

mentioned in the definition of registration. It is considered that the mentioned 

resources should be utilized from the sources which can not be used due to the 
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registered status. For this reason, it is recommended to registeration the traditional 

buildings in the area, primarily Parmak Çeşme (Figure 180). 
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Figure 179: Project Phases and Financial Supports 
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CHAPTER 5 
 

 

CONCLUSION 
 

 

 

Ayvalık is an important industrial city that preserved this feature for a long time. 

From 19th century, the city still keeps a rich variety of buildings. Existing squares in 

the city are important public spaces that are used for social, cultural, political and 

commercial purposes and they are valuable and unique elements of today’s Ayvalık. 

The fact that there were not many squares in Ayvalık in the 19th century.  Most of the 

existing squares of Ayvalık are in city center, commercial zones having public or 

commercial functions. 

The topic of the thesis, Parmak Çeşme Square is one of these squares in the south 

periphery of traditional residential pattern of Ayvalık. The square is used only by the 

houses around it. This characteristic feature make the Parmak Çeşme Square differ 

from the other squares in Ayvalık. The main problem of the Parmak Çeşme Square is 

its function. The square is not actively used even the occupant in the neighborhood. 

The aim of the thesis is evaluation of Parmak Çeşme Square with in Ayvalık and to 

prepare a rehabilitation project for the square and the houses defining that 

considering conservation principles and aiming to create the livable environment 

while encouraging social relationships.  

The rehabilitation terms is defined in Turkish legilation. It is mentioned as street 

rehabilitation newly in Turkish legislation with in the 2004 amendment law of the 

Conservation of Cultural and Natural Heritage (Kültür ve Tabiat Varlıklarını Koruma 

Kanunu) no: 2863 that was prepared in 1983. The scope of the rehabilitation is 

defined as only facades of the buildings in the specification of Rehabilitation Project 
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of Street that Need Conservation (Korunması Gerekli Sokakları Sağlıklaştırma 

Projesi Teknik Şartnamesi) no: 1216. This approach is criticized in the thesis and in 

the light of the international documents, the integrated conservation approach is 

embraced in the proposed project.  

Ayvalık and especially Parmak Çeşme and near surrounding area are surveyed 

physically and socially. There are two study areas that are ParmakÇeşme Square and 

near surrounding area and Parmak Çeşme Square (Main study area). Depending on 

the scale, analysis and details change. Basic physical analysis is made in both study 

area that are open area category, current use of open area, characteristic of public 

spaces, building category, current use of buildings, construction technique and 

material, structural condition, mass and façade changes of traditional buildings, 

building height and number of storey. In Parmak Çeşme Square, these physical 

analyses are detailed and daily and seasonal usage of the square, lighting of the 

square deterioration, plan and façade organization, architectural elements and interior 

of the buildings are analysed. Beside the physical analyses, social analyses are made 

to determinate demographic structure, origin of occupants, ownership status, density, 

comfort condition, satisfaction with home, satisfaction with Parmak Çeşme Square, 

knowledge about history of Parmak Çeşme Square, consciousness of the intervention 

of traditional buildings, social relationship created with the square, participation of 

the people to the rehabilitation project of the Parmak Çeşme Square, expectation and 

request of the rehabilitation project of the Parmak Çeşme Square in main study area. 

 In the results of these analyses shows that Parmak Çeşme Square is in south 

periphery of the Ayvalık and depending on water network, the orchards that are big 

unshaped lots using the agriculture is the part of the area and the buildings that 

defined the square are genelary house that is built traditional technique and material 

and they are used as house.  

The most of the buildings are built with masonry system with stone and they are 

plastered and painted. There are no structural problems, only material deformation 

exists in general and building condition is fair in the square. Plan and facade 

organization of the building in Parmak Çeşme Square are similar to each other and 

other buildings in Ayvalık. The most of the traditional residential buildings in square 
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are the smallest building group of Ayvalık. Most obvious changes are mass 

additions. Wet spaces are problem for houses according to dimention and finishing 

condition. 

Gender distribution is balanced and the average age is 40. Most inhabitants are over 

65 years old and the population density is low. Inhabitants are generally the owners 

of the houses, and they are from lower classes or middle classes.   

Neighborhood relations are very good. Also, there are affinity relations in the field 

and some people who live childhood in Parmak Çeşme is still living in square after 

marrying.  

Many of the inhabitants are happy living around the square and their houses but they 

are not happy about kitchens and bathrooms. Also, they want Parmak Çeşme to flow 

continuously, and square to be restricted for cars that use it as car park and become a 

playing area for children and a place for everyone to socialize. 

In the light of this information, Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area is 

evaluated and according to value assessment, the Rehabilitation Project for Parmak 

Çeşme Square and near surrounding area is proposed.  

The Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area is 

produced for open areas and built up areas. Open areas is include Parmak Çeşme 

Square and the project make arrangement with level and material differences of the 

square to create functional spaces for the residents. Built up areas consist of Parmak 

Çeşme and building that are define the square. In the project, the buildings evaluated 

as a whole and the understanding the intervene of whole building with exterior and 

interior but during the site survey, only 5 buildings is surveyed with interior so in the 

project, the façade intervention is proposed for all buildings and the area and there 

are interior intervention to bathroom and kitchen that are the common problematic 

part of the house is proposed for two buildings exemplarily.  

In the last part of the Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and near 

surrounding area, the strategies and action plan are produced to explain how this 

project can be put into practice and what to do if it put the practice.   
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To conclude, the thesis “Rehabilitation Project for Parmak Çeşme Square and Near 

Surrounding Area” is the document given current situation of the Ayvalık and 

especially Parmak Çeşme Square and near surrounding area and the solution for the 

existing problem of the Parmak Çeşme Square that is important value of the Ayvalık.  

Because of lack of the information about all buildings in the area, the interior 

intervention for all building is not completed in the scope of the thesis. But after this 

thesis, with the completion of incomplete intervention, the Rehabilitation Project for 

Parmak Çeşme Square and Near Surrounding Area can be put into practice. 

 In the light of information gathered in this study, Parmak Çeşme Square where there 

are mainly modest small buildings and there are no architecturally very important 

traditional houses. So, it can not be argued that this area is significant due to its 

architectural characteristics. On the other hand, this area is one of the few examples 

in Ayvalık where there are stil a group of users which were migrated to Ayvalık after 

population exchanged and since then they are living here as the inhabitants, locals of 

Ayvalık.  So they have very close relationships among themselves and they are also 

relatives of each other.  

Another significance of this area, which was located at the periphery of the old city, 

consisting of very small and modest houses and probably used by the lowest income 

groups before population exchange. This social characteristic of the area stil 

continuous. 

This area being at the edge of the settlement was surrounded by orchards in the past 

and this feature of the neighbourhood stil continue up to a level. Due to all these 

features, the area has social and documentation value 

Beside the social and documentation values, it has group value with togetherness of 

buildings that defined the square is the modest area in need of protection. However, 

according to current conservation legislation, the buildings in Parmak Çeşme Square 

and other areas like it can not be subject of the registration and not be defined as 

worth conservation and they do not benefit from the financial supports provided for 

registrated cultural estates. This study focuses on the conservation of the modest but 

significant and valuable areas such as Parmak Çeşme Square and discussed and 
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suggests that the legislation should be considered similar situations and further 

improvement fo the conservation of areas which has social importance and/or having 

a place in city history due to its documentary value. 
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